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Re:  MUR  1189 


Dear  Mr.  Himmelman; 

On  June  24,  1980,  the  Commission  found  reason  to  believe  that 
the  McGovern  for  Congress  Committee  ("the  Committee** )  violated 
2  U.S.C.  §  435(b)  and  S  441d,  prior  the  1979  Amendraents  (P.L.  96- 
187).  Specif ically ,  your  ciient  failed  to  include  language  reguired 
by  these  provisions  оп  an  eight  page  letter  soliciting  contribut ions 
on  behalf  of  Senator  McGovern*s  re-election. 

Hov;ever,  after  considering  the  circumstances  that  (a)  the  omis- 
sion  of  language  was  due  to  an  error  by  the  preparer  of  the  letter 
rather  than  on  the  part  of  the  Committee,  (b)  the  disclaimer  reguired 
by  section  435(b)  appeared  on  a  pledge  card  which  accorapanied  the 
eight  page  letter,  (c)  the  solicitation  as  a  whole  disclosed  the 
critical  information,  ahd  (d)  the  recently  implemented  Public  Law 
96-187  deletes  section  435(b),  the  Commission  has  determined  to 
take  no  further  action  and  to  close  its  file  regarding  this  matter. 
The  Coramission  reminds  you  that  failing  to  include  reguired  language 
cn  sol icitat ions  is  nevertheless  in  violation  of  the  Act  and  your 
client  shculd  take  immediate  steps  to  insure  that  this  activity 
does  not  occur  in  the  f uture. 

This  raatter  wlll  be  inade  part  of  the  public  record  within 
30  days.  Shcuid  you  wish  to  submit  апу  materials  to  appear  on 
the  pub.lic  record,  please  dc  so  witliin  10  days.  If  you  have  апу 
ouestlons,  please  direct  them  to  Caroiyn  Weeder  at  (202)  523-4529. 

Sincerely , 


Мах  L.  Friedersdorf 
Chairman 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

WASHINCTON,  O.C.  20463 

JUne  30,  1980 


CERTIFIED  MAIL 

RETURN  RECEIPT  REpUESTED 

Mr.  Hal  Wickr  Chairman 
Rural  Route  4 
Вох  133 

Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota  57101 


in 


Re:  NUR  1189 
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Dear  Mr.  Wick: 


This  is  in  reference  to  the  complaint  you  filed  with  the  Com~ 
roission  on  March  5,  1980  concerning  the  McGovern  £or  Senate  Commit- 
tee's  possible  violations  of  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  S  441d  by  fail- 
ing  to  include  required  language  on  a  solicitation. 

After  conducting  an  investigation  in  this  matter,  the  Commission 
determined  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  the  McGovern  for  Senate 
Committee  ("the  Committee")  violated  certain  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Election  Caropaign  Act  of  1971,  as  amended  ("the  Act" ) .  However,  af- 
ter  consldering  the  circumstances  that  (a)  the  omission  o£  language 
was  due  to  an  error  by  the  preparer  of  the  letter  rather  than  on  the 
part  o£  the  Coromittee,  (b)  the  disclaimer  reguired  by  section  435 (b) 
appeared  on  a  pledge  card  which  accompanied  the  eight  page  letter, 

(c)  the  solicitation  as  a  whole  disclosed  the  critical  information, 
and  (d)  the  recently  iroplemented  Public  Law  96-187  deletes  section 
435(b)r  the  Cororoission  has  deterroined  to  take  no  further  action. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  has  decided  to  close  the  file  in  this 
matter . 

Should  additional  information  come  to  your  attention  which  you 
believe  establishes  a  violation  of  the  Act,  please  contact  Carolyn 
Weeder,  the  staff  member  assigned  to  this  matter  at  (202)  523-4529. 
This  matter  will  be  made  part  of  the  public  record  within  30  days. 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

WASHINCTON,  D.C.  20463 


!Л 

O 


o 


m 


CERTIFIED  MAIL 

RETURN  RECEIPT  REPUESTED 

Nr.  Hal  Wick,  Chairman 
Rural  Route  4 
Вох  133 

Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota  57101 


Re:  HUR  1189 

Dear  Mr.  Wick: 

This  is  in  reference  to  the  complaint  you  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission  on  March  5,  1980  concerning  the  McGovern  £or  Senate  Commit- 
tee's  possible  violations  o£  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  S  441d  by  £ail- 
ing  to  include  reguired  language  on  a  solicitation. 

After  conducting  an  investigation  in  this  matter,  the  Ccmimission 
deterroined  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  the  McGovern  £or  Senate 
Coromittee  ("the  Cororoittee" )  violated  certain  provisions  of  the  Pederal 
Election  Caropaign  Act  o£  1971»  as  amended  (”the  Act”).  However»  af- 
ter  considering  the  circurostances  that  (a)  the  omission  of  language 
was  due  to  an  error  by  the  preparer  o£  the  letter  rather  than  on  the 
part  of  the  Comroittee»  (b)  the  disclairoer  reguired  by  section  435 (b) 
appeared  on  a  pledge  card  which  accompanied  the  eight  page  letter, 

(c)  the  solicitation  as  a  whole  disclosed  the  critical  infomiation» 
and  (d)  the  recently  impleroented  Public  Law  96-187  deletes  section 
435(b)»  the  Comroission  has  determined  to  take  no  further  action. 
Accordingly»  the  Coromission  has  decided  to  close  the  file  in  this 
matter • 

Should  additional  inforroation  coroe  to  your  attention  which  you 
believe  establishes  a  violation  o£  the  Act»  please  contact  Carolyn 
Weeder,  the  staff  roerober  assigned  to  this  roatter  at  (202)  523-4529. 
This  roatter  will  be  roade  part  o£  the  public  record  within  30  days. 

Sincerely» 


Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 


ЕЕЕШг  тав  FECERAL  ЕСЕСПОМ  GCMflSSlON 


In  the  Matter  of  ) 

)  5f}R  1189 

McGovem  for  Senate  Oonnittee  ) 


сззотркаисм 


in 
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1,  Marjorie  W.  Bmcns,  reoofrfling  seca:etaxy  for  the  Feđeral 
Election  OGnndssiGn's  executive  session  on  Јше  24,  1980,  do 
her^}y  oertifv  that  the  Ocrnnission  decided  by  a  vote  of  4~2  to  take 
the  folloMing  actions  in  MUR  1189: 

1.  Find  zeason  to  believe  that  the  IScODvem  for  Senate 
OoRmittee  violated  2  U.S.C.  $435 (b)  by  fedling  to 
include  the  zeguired  đisclaiirer  on  a  solicitation, 
but  to  take  no  further  action. 

2.  Find  zeason  to  believe  that  the  MoGovem  foz  Senate 
Ooniidttee  violated  2  U.S.C.  S441d  by  failing  to 
include  a  statement  of  authorization/non-authorizatiGn 
by  the  candidate  endorsed,  but  to  tcOce  no  further 
action. 

3.  ,Approve  and  senđ  the  letter  to  the  McGovem  foz  Senate 
Oontdttee  and  to  the  People  for  an  Altemative  to 
McOovem  Ooranittee,  cis  sulmitted  \d.th  the  Genercd 
Gounsel's  June  16,  1980  r^x3rt. 

4.  Close  the  file  on  this  matter. 


Ooranissioners  Harris,  f*cGarry,  Reiche,  and  Tieman  voted 
affinnatively  for  the  decision;  Corandssioners  Aikens  and  Friedersdorf 
dissented. 


Attest: 


77 


Date 


Marjorie  W.  Biitons 
Secretary  to  the  Ccrardssion 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

VVASHINCTON.  DC  20463 


FROM;  MARJORIE  W.  EMMONS/MARGARET  CHANEY 

DATE;  JTJNE  18,  1980 

OBJECTION  - 

SUBJECT;  1199  -  :^irst  Gen^ral  Co\insel*s  Renort 

date'^.  6-16-80?  Received  in  OCS  6-16-80,  12;0«> 

The  above-named  document  was  circulated  on  a  48 

hour  vote  basis  at  4:00,  June  16,  1930. 

Commissioner  Friedersdorf  subnitted  an  objection  at 
2;93,  June  13,  1^30. 

This  matter  will  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Session 
Agenda  for  Tuesday,  June  24,  1980. 

Also, attached  is  a  сопу  of  Conmissioner  Aikens '  vote 
sheet  on  which  she  cast  a  negative  vote  and  nade  a  comment. 


Сору  of  Vote  Sheet  (Aikens ' ) 
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шогТ.тж  or  ш: 

C^TO'^lSr  i*'t  u'if*  Г 

’fEDERAL  EIECTION  COMfMISSION 


^  Oate  anđ  Tlme  Transmltted:  МОВШЛУ/  $">16^H0 

F  "'  '  ■ '' 

COflrolSSloner  FaiEDERSDQRF>  AIKENS,  TISRNAtl,  MeCARRT,  REICEE,  RRRRIS 

RETURN  ТО  OFFICE  OF  COMMISSION  SECRETARV  BY;  I’IEDNESDAV,  6-18-80 


MUR  No. 


1189  -  First  General  Counsel's  Reoort  dated  6-16-80 


(  )  I  approve  the  recommendation  д 

{  )  I  object  to  the  reconinenclation 


COMMENTS: 


Усујхгј  Q  *  -  (Oo’t  4o  b< 


THE  OFFICE  OF  GENERAL  COUNSEL  'WILL  TAKE  N0  ACTION  IN  THIS  MATTER 
•UNTIL  THE  APPROVAL  OF  FOUR  COMMISSIONERS  IS  RECEIVED.  PLEASE 
RETURN  ALL  PAPERS  N0  LATER  THAN  THE  OATE  AND  TIME  SH0WN  ABOVE  ТО 
THE  OFFICE  OF  COMMISSION  SECRETARV.  ONE  OBOECTION  PLACES  THE  ITE'*. 
ON  THE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION  AGENDA. 


f 


IC,  1»80 


MBIOiaillDOI  fOt  NATjotttt  If. 


ntONt 

SUBJBCTt 


SlisM  Т.  GArr 
Mint  1189 


tn 


PlosM  havo  tho  attaohođ  Firat  GC  Baport  điatribatađ 
to  tha  Oooadaaion  on  a  48  honr  tally  baaia.  Thank  уоа. 
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FBDBRIU:.  BLBCTION  COMMISSION 
1325  К  Str«Ct,  N.W. 
WliehlA9tonr  D.c.  20463 


PIRST  GBNERAL  COUNSBL'S  REPORT 


RECEIVED 
OITiCE  OF  THE 
С0Ж135Ш  SECRCTAftV 

B0JVNI6  PS:  61 


DATE  AND  TIMB  ОГ  TRANSMITTJ^  ,  .  пм 
BY  OGC  ТО  TBE  CONNISSION  Ј*«’  ^ 


HUR  f  1189 


DATE  COMFLAINT  RECIEVED 
BY  OGC  March  19,  1980 


STAFP  MEMBER 


Carolvn  Needer 


«? 

COMPLAINANT*S  NAME: 

Hal  Hlck,  Chairroan; 
to  McGovern 

RESPONDENT*S  NAME: 

NcGovern  for  Senate 

1Л 

RELEVANT  STATUTE: 

2  U.S.C.  S  435(b) 

2  U.S.C.  S  441d 

INTERNAL  REPORTS  CHECKED:  NcGovern  for 

FEDERAL  AGENCIES  CHECKED:  N/A 

SUMMARY  OF  ALLEGATIONS 

On  March  5,  1980,  the  People  £or  an  Alternatlve  to  McGovern 
flled  a  complalnt  alleglng  that  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Coromlttee 
(the  "NcGovern  Cororolttee” )  vlolated  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  2  U.S.C. 

S  441d  by  falling  to  Include  roandatory  language  on  a  sollcltatlon.  1/ 

The  Cororolsslon  notlfled  the  NcGovern  Coromittee  o£  the  coro- 
plaint  roade  against  it.  The  McGovern  Cororoittee  submitted  its  re- 
sponse  to  the  allegations  on  April  14,  1980. 

FACTUAL  AND  LEGAL  ANALVSIS 

Coroplainant  alleges  that  an  eight  page  letter  distributed  by 
the  Cororoittee  failed  to  include  the  specific  language  reguired  by 
2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  S  441d.  Prior  to  the  1979  Amendments,  the 


1/  Although  the  recently  implemented  Public  Law  96-187  deletes 
2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  amends  2  U.S.C.  S  441d,  the  alleged  vio- 
lation  occurred  prior  to  its  effective  date. 
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а 
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Federal  Electlon  Canpalgn  Act  (”the  Act")  reguired  that  a  disclaimer 
appear  on  the  face  or  front  page  of  all  eolicitations.  The  disclaimer 
states  that  the  sponsoring  committee's  reports  are  available  to  the 
public  at  the  Commission.  Additionally r  2  U.S.C.  S  441d  reguired# 
prior  to  the  1979  Amendments,  that  all  solicitations  expressly  ad- 
vocating  the  election  of  a  clearly  identified  candidate  include 
a  statement  of  authorization/non-authorization  by  the  candidate(s) 
endorsed. 

The  letter  in  guestion  is  a  direct  mail  solicitation  which  en- 
dorses  the  re-election  o£  Senator  NcGovern.  It  contains  the  lan- 
guage  "please  mail  the  roost  generous  amount  you  can  today”  and 
clearly  identifies  Senator  NcGovern  as  the  candidate.  2/  The  let- 
ter  is  therefore  subject  to  the  reguirements  of  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b) 
and  S  441d. 

The  NcGovern  Comroittee  failed  to  include  the  language  reguired 
by  both  provisions  on  the  eight  page  solicitation.  However,  the  fol~ 
lowing  mitigating  clrcumstances  should  be  taken  into  consideration. 

First,  the  omission  of  the  language  was  due  to  an  error  by  the 
preparer  of  the  letter  rather  than  on  the  part  of  the  Coromittee. 

The  Committee  had  given  Parker/Dodd  Associates/  the  firm  contrac- 
ted  for  the  preparation  of  the  solicitation,  specific  instructions 
as  to  the  reguirements  o£  the  direct  mail  solicitations.  Parker/Dodd 
Associates  of  San  Francisco  prepared  the  solicitations  in  November 
1979  and  forwarded  them  to  Ace-Parker  of  Niami.  This  сотрапу  prin- 
ted  and  mailed  the  solicitations  the  first  week  of  December,  1979. 
Consequently,  the  Committee  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  inspect 
the  final  сору  prior  to  its  distribution.  Thus,  the  Committee 
relied  in  good  faith  that  the  preparer  had  followed  all  given  in- 
structions. 


An  exhibit  submitted  by  respondent  demonstrates  that  it  is  the 
Committee's  standard  practice  to  include  the  required  language  on 
its  solicitations.  A  direct  mail  letter  from  Gloria  Steinem  soli- 
citing  funds  for  the  Committee  clearly  contains  the  disclaimer  and 
notice  of  authorization  on  its  front  page.  Parker/Dodd  Associates 
prepared  this  mailing  at  the  same  time  as  the  letter  in  question. 
Richard  Parker  of  Parker/Dodd  Associates  clearly  states  in  a  letter 
submitted  by  the  Committee  that  the  omission  was  due  to  error  on 
the  part  of  Parker/Dodd. 


2/  See  page  10  of  Attachment  1. 
3/  See  page  6  of  Attachment  2. 
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Second,  the  preparer  Included  the  dlsclalmer  requlred  by 
2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  on  a  pledge  card  whlch  accoropanled  the  elght 
page  letter.  ^  In  that  both  the  pledge  card  and  the  letter 
conpose  the  sollcltatlon  "packet,”  апу  potentlal  contrlbutor 
recelvlng  the  packet  would  Infer  that  one  cominlttee  Is  spon-* 
sorlng  the  entlre  malllng.  Thls  Inference  supports  a  thlrd 
mltlgatlng  factor. 

Although  the  sollcltatlon  falled  to  Include  the  language 
speclfled  by  sectlons  435(b)  and  441dr  the  language  whlch  dld  ap~ 
pear  nevertheless  fulfllled  the  Intent  of  both  provlslons.  As 
the  leglslatlve  hlstory  reveals,  the  Intent  of  Includlng  provlslon 
435(b)  was  to  maxlmlze  publlc  dlsclosure  regardlng  the  sollcltlng 
commlttee  and  the  dlsburseroent  of  sollclted  contrlbutlons.  The 
Report  of  the  Senate  Commlttee  on  Rules  and  Admlnlstratlon  on 
S.382  states  that  this  provlslon  was  formulated  to  "furnlsh  maxl~ 
mum  Informatlon  to  the  publlc  concernlng  campaign  contrlbutlons 
and  expenditures"  and  "to  protect  potentlal  contributors  and  to 
encourage  full  partlclpatlon  by  grassroots  contributors  in  the 
pollcles  and  programs  enunclated  by  natlonal  polltlcal  actlon 
commlttees  by  Insurlng  full  knowledge  of  how  Indlvldual  contrlbu-* 
tlons  are  spent"  (page  62).  Addltlonally ,  the  purpose  of  sectlon 
441d  Is  to  dlsclose  whether  the  candldate(s)  belng  endorsed  con-* 
sented  to  the  solicitation. 

The  solicitation  in  guestlon  fulfills  the  informational  pur- 
pose  of  both  provisions.  The  pledge  card  and  the  business  reply 
envelope  which  ассотрапу  the  letter  clearly  reveal  that  the  Мс- 
Govern  for  Senate  Committee  is  the  sponsor  of  the  sollcltatlon 
packet.  Further,  the  use  of  the  Senator's  stationery  and  his 
signature  on  the  letter  clearly  reveal  that  the  Senator  authorlzed 
and  consented  to  the  solicitation.  5/  Thus,  although  the  specific 
language  is  lacking,  the  solicitation  nevertheless  fulfills  the  in- 
tent  of  both  provisions.  The  treasurer  of  the  Committee  emphasizes 
this  point  in  his  response:  "It  is  hard  to  imagine  how  the  intent 
of  the  law  that  voters  have  adequate  notice  of  the  source  of  cam- 
paign  literature  could  possibly  be  violated  under  the  circumstan- 
ces."  6/  In  that  the  solicitation  disclosed  the  critical  informa- 
tion,  the  effect  of  the  omission  of  specific  language  is  ^  minimls 

That  the  1979  Amendments  deleted  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  is  a  fourth 
mitigating  factor.  Presently  in  place  of  the  former  specific  dis- 
claimer,  a  general  statement  as  to  who  paid  for  the  solicitation 
and  whether  it  was  authorized  by  a  candidate  is  sufficient.  Thus, 


4/  See  page  11  of  Attachment  1. 

V  See  page  10  of  Attachment  1  and  page  11  of  Attachment  2. 
6/  See  page  4  of  Attachment  2. 


the  letter  in  que8tion  is  not  in  violation  o£  2  U.S.C.  S  43 5 (b) 
at  the  present  date  as  the  1979  Amendraents  to  the  Act  deleted 
this  section. 

Additionally ,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  NcGovern  Coraraittee 
has  stated  numerous  tiraes  that  it  will  raake  every  effort  to  insure 
corapliance  and  is  taking  all  reasonable  steps  to  assure  that  no 
further  mist^dces  occur. 

For  the  reasons  presented  above,  the  Office  o£  General  Counsel 
recoraraends  finding  reason  to  believe  that  the  NcGovern  for  Senate 
Coramittee  violated  2  U.S.C.  S  43S(b)  and  S  441d  by  failing  to  in- 
clude  reguired  language,  but  to  take  no  further  action.  In  addi- 
tion,  this  Office  recomraends  that  the  Comraission  approve  and  send 
the  attached  letter  and  notification  of  reason  to  believe  finding# 
and  close  the  file  on  this  roatter. 


RECONNENDATIONS 

1.  Find  reason  to  believe  that  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Commit 
tee  violated  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  by  failing  to  include  the  required 
disclaimer  on  a  solicitation,  but  to  take  no  further  action. 

2.  Find  reason  to  believe  that  the  NcGovern  for  Senate  Commit 
tee  violated  2  U.S.C.  S  441d  by  failing  to  include  a  statement  o£ 
author ization/non-authorization  by  the  candidate  endorsed^  but  to 
take  no  further  action. 

3.  Approve  and  send  the  attached  letters  to  the  NcGovern  for 
Senate  Committee  and  to  the  People  for  an  Alternative  to  NcGovern 
Committee. 

4.  Close  the  file  on  this  matter. 


Attachments 

1.  Complaint 

2.  Respondent's  Submission 

3.  Letter  to  respondent 

4.  Letter  to  complainant 


Р  F  А  Д  М 


Р.О.  Box18^ 

SioiiK  Falle,  South  Dakota  57181 


Naroh  5,  1980 


Podoral  Blaotion  Commlssion 
1325  К  Straat,  N.W. 
Nashington,  D.C.  20463 


Daar  Commissionarss 


^  This  lattar  oonstitntas  a  oomplaint,  fllad  vith 
pott,  by  tha  Peopla  for  an  Altarnativa  to  MoGovarn 
Committaa,  in  aooordanoa  with  Saction  309  of  tha  Fadaral 
Blaetion  Campaign  Aet  of  1971«  as  last  amandad  by  P.L. 
96-187«  Act  of  Јапиагу  8«  1980«  affaotiva  Јапиаигу  8« 

1980  (harainafter  ^'tha  Aet'*).  All  eitations  and 
referancas  herein  are  to  the  Act«  aa  amended. 

Attached  hereto  is  a  еору  of  an  undated«  eight-page 
letter«  prepared  on  the  letterhead  of  "Senator  George 
McGovern«**  which  bears«  npon  information  and  belief«  the 
signature  of  Senator  McGovern  on  page  eight.  Xt  will  be 
noted  that«  among  other  things«  the  letter  solicits 
contributions  to  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee.  Upon 
information  and  belief«  the  attached  letter  wa8  issued  in 
conjunction  with  a  direct  mail  program.  A  сору  of  a 
carrier  envelope«  adđresseđ  to  J.  В.  Nenner  of  Camp  Hill« 
Penneylvania«  is  also  attached.  Bnclosed  with  the  letter 
wa8  a  business  reply  envelope  and  eontributor  card« 
copies  of  which  are  enclosed. 

Zt  will  be  noted  the  letter  does  not  contain  a 
notice  as  reguired  by  Section  318  (a)  of  the  Act«  or  as 
required  by  the  Act  prior  to  its  amendment.  See«  2  U.S.C. 
435  (b)  and  2  U.S.C.  44Id. 

Your  attention  to  this  matter  will  be  appreciated. 

Respectfully  submitteđ«  у 

Since^^«^  У 


Sworn  to  before  me  this 
day  o£  March  1980. 

No  tar^  Public  ' 

■  /  ВЕЛ  М.  Nc»ary  PubUc 

^  Ccaiimiisitu  Схриез 

Јоиисгу  2;^ 


Ha^Mick 

Chairraan 
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dear  frlenđs 

The  1980*8,  I  шш  nov  деерХу  conviaeeđ,  «rill  be  a  tuming  point  in  Aaariean 
history  coraparabla  in  aagnituda  to  tha  Civil  Nar  of  tha  1860*8  and  tha 

Graat  Daprassion  and  Hav  Daal  of  tha  1930*8» 

• » 

Aaarica  vlll  faca  avasoaa  opportunitias  and  profound  đangars  that  bava  no 
parallal  in  tha  past» 

X  ав  aager  to  ba  part  of  it  —  to  halp  our  nation  saiza  tha  opportunitiaa 
anđ  avbiđ  tha  dangars« 

^  То  accoo^plish  this/  I  vill  naed  your  halp  onca  again,  for  raasons  I  will 
азф1а1п  at  the  and  of  this  lattar« 

1Л  But  first  I  vould  liha  to  asb  a  faw  ainutes  of  your  tiaa  to  considar  along 
vith  ве  exactly  vhat  X  aa  talking  about«  Then  X  think  you  vill  agree  vith  ae 
at  least  on  the  critical  inyportance  of  tha  years  just  ahead» 

C' 

The  opportunity  at  hand  is  to  achiava  in  tha  1980  *s  vihat  Ваггу  Ооввопег 
calls  "the  solar  transition”  to  frea  our  nation  from  dependency  on  OFEC 
oil  • 

_  Л  recent  study  by  the  Harvard  Btisiness  School  entitleđ/  "Our  Епегду 

Future/**  concludes  that  a  carefully  constructed,  епегду  efficient  conservation 
f-*  .novement  could  save  the  equivalent  of  all  the  oil  %re  гиге  nov  importing  frora 
OFSC«  Such  a  conservation  effort  vould  include  the  cox\struction  of  епегду 
^  afficient  railways  and  urbam  transiti  the  insulation  of  our  houses/  public 
buildings  and  comaercial  structuresi  епегду  conserving  practices  in  огиг  fac- 
toriesr  shops  and  office  buildings;  the  co-generation  of  pover  and  a  host  of 
other  епегду  efficient  anđ  conserving  technigues. 

Beyond  this#  t^ie  Harvard  study  points  to  the  challenging  anđ  practical 
applicatlons  of  solar  pover  to  saeet  from  one-fifth  to  one-fourth  of  our  епегду 
requirements  • 

I  believe  that  thoughtful  2malysis  such  as  the  Harvard  study  and  Ваггу 
Commoner*s  work  points  the  way  to  a  dependable#  clean,  vorkable  епегду  future 
for  the  United  States« 

Unless  we  can  find  answers  not  now  available  to  us  as  to  how  nuclear 
епегду  can  be  safely  produced  and  its  vaste  safely  disposed  of,  I  đo  not 
believe  that  we  can  pursue  the  nuclear  ralnbov.  The  risk  in  human  lives  and 
suffering  is  too  great«  The  financial  costs  also  seem  to  be  violating  апу 
reasonable  benefit-cost  ratio« 
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Zt  do«sn*t  matter  %«h«th«r  the  n«ar<-catastroph«  at  Throo  Milo  Zsland  waa 
duo  to  human  fallura#  mechanlcal  failure#  or  sabotage*  The  jpoint  is  that 
svoiding  a  nuclear  power  plant  disaster  reguires  three  kinds  of  total  perfec~ 
tion  in  an  inperfect  vorld  --  human  perfection,  mechanical  perfection#  and 
perfect  security*  That  is  virtually  impossible  as  matters  now  stand* 

U*S*  nuclear  power  plants  reported  2,835  "incidents"  in  1978*  Мапу  were 
sisiilar  to  the  malfunctions  encountered  at  Three  Mile  Zsland* 

Now  we  see  the  President  making  a  similar  mistake  in  his  expensive 
reliance  on  synthetic  fuels  from  coal,  oil  shale,  and  tar  sands.  Its  develop- 
ment  wouId  consume  a  large  part.of  the  $88  billion  investment  of  the 
President's  proposed  Епегду  Security  Oorporation.  It  wouId  require  ripping 
~open  and  chewing  up  vast  areas  of  public  land,  polluting  the  air,  consuming 
huge  guantities  of  our  precious  water  —  and  the  cost  of  the  resulting  fuel  is 
Iikely  to  be  higher  than  the  cost  of  the  OPEC  oil  we  are  trying  to  get  along 
without.  The  big  gainers  from  synthetlc  fuels  will  be  the  oil  companies  who 
are  acquiring  the  coal  resources  frora  which  the  product  is  made. 

Of  course  we've  got  to  have  епегду*  But  I  most  emphatically  do  not  agree 
that  we  either  should  or  need  to  resort  to  such  desperation  measures  to  pro- 
vide  it*  The  blunt  truth  is  that  America  đoes  not  have  a  shortage  of  епегду« 
It  has  a  shortage  of  leadershlp. 

Each  уеаг  the  sun  beams  to  our  planet  earth,  28,000  times  more  sol^u: 
епегду  than  all  the  commercial  епегду  used  by  mankind« 

And  we  already  possess  the  technoIogy  to  make  substantially  more  use  of 
this  endless  resupply  of  clean,  renewable  епегду  within  the  next  five  уеагз 
than  we  are  currently  plauining* 


<Г'  The  President's  new  епегду  program  calls  for  an  estimated  increase  of  just 

2%  over  existing  soleu:  programs  by  the  уеаг  2000.  But  look  at  just  part  of 
^  the  dazzling  embarrassment  of  riches  in  renewable  епегду  technology  waiting  to 

^  be  developed  right-  now  by  &  substantial  common  sense  program« 

PHOTOVOLTAIC  CELLS.  This  is  probably  the  simplest  and  potentially  the 
cheapest  form  of  solar  епегду.  Sunlight  striking  the  cell  is  converted 
directly  into  electricity. 


Right  now  the  problem  is  cost  —  about  $15  per  watt,  compaređ  to  50p  to 
$1.20  for  conventional  power  plčints. 

But  an  extraordinary  government  study  pointed  to  the  solution.  It  showed 
that  if  the  Pentagon  would  invest  just  $500  million  to  replace  its  smaller 
gasoline  generators  with  photovoltaic  cells,  on  a  strict  cost-benefit  basis, 
it  wouId  start  a  mass  production/mass  use  cycle  that  could  bring  the  cost  down 
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to  SO^  ш  w«tt  in  jnnt  5  y«ara.  This  would  mak«  it  poasibla  to  produea  500  #000 
uagaMatts  of  powar  ovar  10  tiaas  as  uuch  as  our  prasantly  oparating  huolaar 
powar  plants  —  nt  conpatitiva  ratas. 

But  Congrass  proposad  an  invastuant  of  only  $98  uillion#  avan  that  ovar 
Adainistration  opposition  — •  and  than  tha  Prasidant  vatoas  avan  that  nuehl 
»jt  is  still  too  еаг^у#**  ha  said#  "to  concantrata  on  comnarcialisation  of 

photovoltaics  • 

1ШП>  GENERATORS«  Ап  invantor  in  Allentovm,  Pennsylvania  has  davalopad  a 
siupla#  low-cost  wind  turbina  that  has  more  capacity#  at  60^  a  watt#  than 
NASA's  racently  con^lated  windmill  at  Clayton#  New  Mexico.  And  Nilliam 
Haronemus  and  his  associates  at  tha  Univarsity  of  Massachusatts  havs  daaignad 
offshora  wind-powar  generators  that  could  produce  the  equal  of  80  nuclear 
power  plants#  more  than  enough  to  supply  all  of  New  England  with  powar* 

UNDERSEA  TURBZNES*  Тће  Gulf  Stream  contains  50  times  as  much  апагду  as 
all  the  rivers  of  tha  tiorld  put  togathar«  Now  an  inventor  has  designed  a 
^  systam  of  giant  undersea  Gulf  Straam  turbines  that  could  be  built  for  lass 
^  per  watt  than  new  coal  or  nuclear  plemts  and  far  more  quickly.  Just  230  of 

thesa  turbines  could  prođuce  enough  to  8upply  the  entire  state  of  Florida#  tha 
1У)  equal  of  10  nuclear  power  plants* 


— »  WATER  POWER*  Our  country  has  hundređs  of  smaller  đains  which  either  wera 
'  never  harnessed  or  whose  turbines  were  abandoned  when  other  forms  of  power 

were  developed.  The  Federal  Power  Commission  estimates  that  54,000  megawatts 
—  more  power  than  we  now  get  from  all  our  nuclear  reactors  —  could  be  har- 
nessed  at  d£uos  that  already  exist  but  do  not  have  turbines* 


ALCOHOL*  Alcohol  can  be  distilled  by  fermenting  almost  апу  organic  pro- 
duct  or  byproduct  —  waste  woođ#  food  plant  wastes,  garbage,  grain,  sorghum 
^  cane#  etc* 

O  During  the  recent  gasoline  shortage,  the  vrhole  nation  suddenly  became 

conscious  of  gasohol,  a  mixture  of  90%  gasoline  and  10%  alcohol*  . 


But  with  minor  modifications,  gasoline  engines  can  burn  pure  alcohol  — 
with  no  pollution  of  the  atmosphere.  And  by  determined  national  effort,  we 
could  replace  gasoline  from  OPEC  oil  with  pure  alcohol  in  our  automobiles  in 
the  foreseeable  future* 


Last  уеаг  the  United  States  consumed  182  billion  gallons  of  gasoline,  of 
which  about  one— half  was  from  imported  oil«  A  Purdue  scientist  has  developed 
a  way  to  convert  plant  matter  into  glucose,  the  raw  materials  for  ethanol«  Не 
says  this  would  make  it  possible  to  turn  the  nation's  annual  one  billion  tons 
of  waste  into  375  million  tons  of  fuel  grade  alcohol  — —  that's  over  90  billion 
gallons  --  at  a  retail  cost  of  about  80^  a  gallonl 
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А  farMr-eci«ntist  in  Ninnccota,  uclng  a  honcMda  aoI«r-hMt  dictillcry# 
tumcd  45,000  bushels  o£  •urplus  corn  into  225,000  gallons  of  aleohoi.  Attd 
tho  Icftovcr  fcrMntcd  mash  uhich  uas  fsd  to  livsstock  is  мга  nutritious  thaa 
tho  corn  froa  uhich  it  %<as  Mdo* 

Using  his  technoIogy,  our  annual  crop  of  7  billion  bushols  of  oom  and  tho 
com  silage  could  be  converted  to  as  much  as  35  billion  gallons  of  aleohol* 

То  support  farm  prices,  tho  Agriculture  Department  has  bMn  paping 
AMrican  farmers  $1  billion  a  уеаг  not  to  grow  crops  on  13  million  aeres  of 
''set  aside**  land«  But  if  we  removed  this  restriction  and  instead  gave  farmers 
an  incentive  to  plant  this  idle  land  in  s%reet  sor^um,  this  could  yioId 
another  25  billion  gallons  of  alcohol  a  уеаг.  And  we  could  use  the  present  $1 
billion  subsidy  to  finance  the  constr\iction  of  thousands  of  small  lunm  and 
fara  distilleries  to  produce  the  alcohol* 

I  am  convinced  this  program  alone  could  entirely  eliminate  our  ОРБС  oil 
imports  to  zero  within  five  years  —  instead  of  мге1у  reducing  them  to  4.5 
million  barrels  a  day  by  1990  the  goal  set  by  the  PresidMt« 

Finally#  I  want  to  talk  to  you  adiout  another  grave  threat  we  face  in  the 
months  <utd  years  ahead,  one  with  which  I  have  struggled  through  out  my  seven- 
teen  years  in  the  United  States  Senate.  And  that  is  the  dual  threat  of  being 
destroyed  from  without  by  nuclear  war  or  from  within  by  the  unsupportable  bur- 
den  of  a  crushing  nuclear  war  budget« 

The  incident  at  Harrisburg,  for  all  the  2uixiety  and  anguish  and  possible 
ceuicer  cases  it  шау  have  caused,  may  actually  turn  out  to  have  been  a  blessing 
in  đisguise« 

Hot  only  may  it  have  awakened  the  American  people  to  the  danger  of  nuclear 
епегду/  it  may  also  have  given  the  public  a  new  perspective  on  the  total 
absurđity  of  our  nuclear  defense  budget«  For  the  military  planners  at  the 
Pentagon  now  accept  as  thinkable  not  just  the  ecpjivalent  of  a  thousand 
Harrisburg  meltdowns  across  America  but  a  thousand  Hiroshimas. 

During  the  Eisenhover-Dulles  years/  our  defense  planners  developed  the 
doctrine  vhich  they  call  ^^MAD"/  standing  for  Mutual  Assured  Destruction. 


It  meant  simply  that  o\ir  best  hope  for  peace  and  survival  in  the  nuclear 
age  lay  in  both  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  Union  having  the  retaliatory 
capability  of  đestroying  the  other  nation  if  attacked  by  nuclear  force. 

I  have  always  accepted/  however/  reluctantly/  the  logic  of  and  necessity 
for  this  doctrine. 


(next  page/  please) 


But  In  ruennt  yn«rs#  Pentmgon  plannor«  anđ  thoir  Bovlot  oountirparts  havo 
9ОП0  on  to  dovolop  and  to  мИ  to  thair  nati<Mial  laadars  an  api^roaeh  vhicdi  X 
chooaa  to  oall  "maodbr**  —  tha  Mitual  Raaurad  Doubla  Doomaday  Btfaet  Raeo« 


Aecordlng  to  this  achool  of  thought#  it  ia  not  raough  to  ha  abla  to 
daatroy  the  othar  nation  totally.  Ona  muat  ba  abla  to  dastroy  it  »апу  tiaaa 
ovar*  And  if  tha  Soviat  Union  should  davalc^  tha  capability  to  hill  aaoh 
Anarican  150  times#  but  via  had  tha  capability  to  kill  aach  Ruaaian  only  145 
tiaaa#  then  they  %«ould  ba  considarad  to  hava  *'aupariority'' •  VAiat  uttar 
nonaenael  ....  . 
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Zn  his  State  of  the  Union  addreas  last  Јапиагу,  Presidant  Carter  pointed 
out,  "Just  one  of  our  relatively  invulnerabla  Poseiđon  aubaarines  — > 
cooprising  less  than  2%  of  our  total  nuclear  force  of  subaarinas,  aircraft,  • 
and  iand-based  missiles  —  carries  enough  viarheads  to  destroy  every  large  and 
medium-size  city  in  the  Soviet  Union*" 

Then  why,  a  reasonable  person  might  ask,  do  ме  need  so  auch  more  nuclear 
force?  Why  shouldn't  our  President  8iaply  ваке  it  clear  to  the  Soviet  Union: 
"If  you  đecide  to  attack  us#  our  spy  satellites  vill  iaiaediately  report  your 
missile  launchings,  and  I  will  orđer  our  nuclear  subaarines  to  wipe  out  every 
Soviet  city."  A  grim  warning,  but  a  sure  way  to  keep  the  peace  and  reduce 
the  arms  race« 

The  rebuttal  to  this  by  the  arm  ^iair  ailitary  game  players  will  astound 
you«  But  it  provides  a  partial  expIanation  for  Presidert  Carter's  asking 
$122*7  billion  for  defense  this  уеаг  —  $10.8  billion  more  than  last  уеаг. 

The  MADDER  argimient  goes  something  like  this:  suppose  the  Soviets#  in  a 
"first  strike”,  shot  2,000  nuclear  missiles  targetted  with  deadly  ассигасу 
onto  our  1,000  or  so  land-based  hardened  missile  silos,  knocking  them  out? 

Our  President  would  supposedly  hesitate  to  order  (either  before  or  after  the 
Soviet  strike)  the  destruction  of  all  Soviet  cities  by  our  nuclear  sulsnarines* 
Why7  Because  that  would  make  the  Russians  апдгу  and  then  they'd  really  let  us 
have  itl  .  . .  --  ..  ..  _  ..  _ _ 


еп  I'm  serious.  This  is  the  logic  of  the  MADDER  advocates«  The  Russians  are 

supposed  to  believe  that  after  at  least  2,000  Soviet  bombs  more  poverful  than 
that  at  Hiroshima  are  headed  for  or  landed  on  our  continent,  causing  up  to  20 
million  instant  deaths  and  шапу  times  that  number  from  radiation  sickness  -- 
in  fact,  making  most  of  our  country  essentially  uninhabitable  —  our  Presldent 
would  hesitate  to  retaliate  for  fear  of  provoking  a  really  serious  attackf 

And  so,  the  argument  goes,  to  avoid  this  "disadvantage",  the  Ađoiinistra- 
tion  has  now  decided  to  spend  as  much  as  $70  billion  to  đevelop  our  own  supe* 
accurate  mobile  ICBM,  the  МХ.  It  could  then  "ride  out"  a  Russian  first  strike 
by  dodging,  then  counter-attack  —  not  against  Russian  cities  but  merel*/ 
against  the  silos  of  their  "second  strike"  reserve.  This  way,  presuaabl/#  our 
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two  natlons  can  hava  a  "nuolaar  ахећаада'*  —  ailoa  agaiaat  ailoa  —  aad  thM 
ehaka  hands  and  aign  a  paaoa  traaty. 

And  tha  tragadv  of  tha  SAZ;r  II  dabata  ia  that  aar  ara  aakad  to  ohooaa  ba* 
tvaah  tha  maddar  SALT  II  agreaoant  (In  %ihich  both  aidea  wlll  ba  alloaad 
aubstantial  increaaes  in  thair  stockpiles  of  dalivarabla  stratagie  aarhOads) 

—  and  maddest  of  all«  no-SALT#  no  holds  barrad#  with  tha  objaet  of  tha  "gaaa” 
to  sea  vhich  side  can  bankrupt  tha  othar  flrst  with  an  uncontrolled  ama  raoa. 

That  economic  bankr^tcy  шау  be  closer  than  %#e  think#  SAZ/F  or  no  SAZ/T« 

The  annual  inflation  rate  soared  recently  to  a  racord  high  of  13%,  and  it*8 
heading  higher  —  while  the  Administration  urgea  holding  wage  increasaa  đown 
to  7%.  Real  vages  have  been  dropping  steadily  since  1970.  HBanwhiIa,  tha 
unexaployraent  rate  %diich  has  been  hanging  8tubbomIy  around  6%  threatans  to 
rise  to  8%  within  a  уеаг. 

It  is  fashionable  among  the  new  right  to  explain  our  %rildfire  inflatlon 
entirely  in  terras  of  government  debt  and  government  spending. 

Certainly  there  are  %«asteful,  inefficient  govemment  programs  that  need 
elimination,  reform,  or  cleaning  up.  But  far  more  serious  sources  of  infla- 
tion  are  the  costs  of  епегду  —  interest  rates  and  the  billions  sguandered 
on  excess  nuclear  defense  capability* 

The  price  of  oil  and  natural  gas  affects  not  just  the  price  of  gasoline, 
but  almost  everything  we  use  foođ,  clothing,  heating,  housing.  And  even 
before  the  latest  OPEC  oil  price  increases,  the  Carter  decision  to  deregulate 
gas  and  oil  prices  made  continued  double^digit  inflation  inevitable* 

The  Federal  Reserve's  13%  interest  rates,  a  vain  attempt  to  control  infla- 
tion  without  increasing  productivity  merely  tacks  extra  cost  onto  buying  homes 
and  cars  as  well  as  producing  goods« 

And  defense  dollars,  lavished  on  non^competitive  contractors  who  have  run 
up  $78  billion  in  cost  overruns,  have  been  proven  to  be  %d.ldly  lnflationary • 

In  the  name  of  national  security,  we  have  built  a  swaying  tower  of  in-* 
security.  When  it  comes  to  providing  real  security  for  ovir  own  people,  the 
richest  nation  on  earth  has  been  sIow  in  replacing  poor  housing,  crumbling 
railway  and  public  transport. 

The  roughIy  25-milIion  Americans  living  beIow  the  feđeral  poverty  level  in 
poorly  insulated  homes  can't  even  afford  to  keep  warm  in  winter  at  tođay's 
skyrocketing  fuel  prices.  In  the  Wall  Street  Journal,  we  learn  that  thousands 
of  older  people  are  dying  each  уеаг  from  "aocidental  hypothermia, "  a  rapid 
drop  in  body  temperature  —  in  other  words,  they're  freezing  to  death. 

Yet  John  Kennedy's  warning  is  still  true  that  if  we  cannot  help  the  many 
who  are  poor,  we  cannot  save  the  few  who  are  rich. 

(next  page,  please) 


Thtt  program  I  want  for  Amorica  --  the  one  Z  want  to  retum  to  Mhehington 
to  fight  for  in  ona  that  woulđ  daal  with  all  of  thasa  ralatad  problams  ia  a 

unifiad  wayt 


wa  should  divart  billions  of  dollars  from  usalassr  pointlass  nsw 
dafansa  projacts  into  crash  programs  for  solar  апагду« 


O 


iff 


ua  should  convart  many  of  our  defensa  plants  into  solar  апагду  and 
public  transportation  manufacturing« 

We  should  cut  tha  prica  of  public  anđ  private  transportation  by  pro«- 
ducing  billions  of  gallons  of  alcohbl  from  waste  and  surplus  grains« 

Ihstead  of  slashing  Amtrak  train  servlce,  as  the  Administration  has 
dona,  should  build  public  transportation  services  equal  to  tha 
finast  high>-8peed  trains  of  Europe  and  Japan.  And  instaad  of  latting 
our  freight  trains  decline,  we  could  maka  America  number  ona  in  rail 
8ystems • 

It  has  been  estimatad  that  just  30%  of  vihat  we  spend  for  the  military 
would  craate  two~  to  five-million  more  jobs  if  invested  in  solar 
епегду  manufacturing  and  public  transportation  development« 

And  finally,  we  should  clamp  on  tough  price  controls  and  start  gas 
rationing  until  the  fires  of  inflation  begin  to  cool. 

Then  we  will  be  able  to  forge  a  new  foreign  роИсу  based  on  genuine 
relaxation  of  international  tensions/  free  from  amxious  scrambling 
for  Arab  oil.  We  could  provide  Israel  the  unstinting  support  it 
needs  for  survival  without  worrying  so  much  about  what  the  Arab 
nations  might  think. 


Г' 

г 


If  I  am  returned  to  the  United  States  Senate  next  уеаг  by  the  voters  of 
South  Dakota/  my  18  уеагз  in  the  Senate  vould  put  me  in  line  for  influential 
c(xnmittee  assignments  ^d  chairmanships. 


^  But  I  believe  that  as  a  Senator  I  сгш  also  proviđe  a  national  leadership 

and  a  voice  ranging  beyond  this/  by  speaking  to  and  for  the  loose  coalition  o£ 
citizens'  groups  working  for  the  same  goals  as  I  have  outlined  in  this  letter* 


However/  I  face  a  tough  reelection  fight.  Right-wing  extremist  forces 
across  the  country  have  pledged  to  raise  over  $1  million  to  finance  a  "get 
McGovern**  campaign  in  South  Dakota.  In  fact/  they  even  put  out  a  **Target 
McGovern**  leaflet  with  telescopic  rifle  cross-hairs  centered  on  a  bullseye 
target  over  my  heart. 


Because  of  my  vocal  opposition  to  a  Constitutional  amenđment  outlawing 
abortion/  along  with  my  stand  on  the  Рапгипа  Canal/  I  am  now  listed  as  one  of 


(over,  please) 


th«  flv«  Senators  the  "single  Ineue*'  groups  and  the  extreml«ta  %ioalđ  moet  like 
to  defeat  in  1980« 


Theae  right-ving  forcea  vill  apend  heavily  to  defeat  ne*  Z  mttat  aeeimu* 
late  a  aubatantial  eaa^aign  trea8ury  to  correct  the  distorted  inpreaeiont  of 
ae  they  vill  aeek  to  apread  among  South  Dakota  voters« 

A  great  source  of  pride*  satisfactionf  and  independence  for  ше  ia  the  past 
has  been  the  broad  base  of  financial  support  I  have  enjoyed  froa  amall  eontri- 
butions  of  $25  to  $100  rather  than  huge  corporation  political  action  coamit- 
teea* 


So  I  am  tuming  to  you  once  again  for  уошг  valued  support,  in  the  con*- 
fidence  that  ve  share  the  егше  political  and  social  outlook  amd  that  you  knov 
I  vill  be  viorking  and  fighting  in  Viashington  for  уошг  point  of  view. 


If  you  agree,  please  send  vhatever  you  can  as  soon  as  you  can»  The  "get 
^  •  McGovern”  caopaign  in  South  Dakota  is  alreać^  under  way«  a  уеаг  in  advance. 

I  need  to  start  now  to  answer  and  езфоее  their  propaganda« 

9  ^ 

And  Z  wouId  appreciate  hearing  your  views  on  the  thoughts  I  have  expressed 
in  this  letter.  Like-minded  people  of  good  will  must  draw  together,  think 
together^  and  work  together  in  the  critical  months  and  years  just  ahead  if  we 
are  to  achieve  **the  solair  transition**  to  a  secure  society  before  it  is  too 
Г?  late • 


^  P.S*  Let  me  urge  you  not  to  Iay  this  letter  aside  with  the  intentlon  of 

answering  it  later*  The  need  is  immediate  and  your  financial  help  nov 
can  make  a  crucial  difference*  Please  mail  the  most  generous  aaount 
can  today.  Му  special  thanksl 


VJ 


Dear  Senator  McGovem  . . . 

I  want  to  hclp  you  return  to  thc  United  States  Senate.  We  neeđ  your  brand  of 
independence  now  more  than  ever.  1  am  enclosing  a  check  for: 

□  $20  □  $30  □  $50  □  $100  □  $250  □  Other  $ _ 

Name _ 

Address _ _ _ _ 


The  Federal  Election  Commission  requires  us  to  request  thc  following  information. 

Occupation  _ _ 

Place  where  employed  - 

Ptcasc  makc  checks  payable  to  McCovem  for  Setutc  Сопнткее  anJ  return  to  RO.  Во*  472.  Vt’ishington,  D  C.  2С\ХЧ. 

A  cocf  вш  itpon  u  Alnl  •нК  iK*  Fnfaral  ElKnun  Cnninnnm  anj  м  availaMa  faf  амхК***  Кмм  it«  Faifaiai  EIkihmi 


POSTAGE  WILL  BE  FVUD  BY  ADDRESSEE 

McGovern  for  Senate  Committee 

RO.  Вох472 
.  Washington,  D.C.  20004 


f'it-'itir 

★  ★★ 


McGovem  I  McGovern  Cantpaigii  Committiee 

Вох  1980y  ^ошс  FdlS(  Sondi  Dakota  57101  ^ 


April  14,  1980 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Election  Coinmission 
1325  К  Street,  NW 
Washington,  DC  20463 


Reference:  MUR  1189 


Dear  Mr.  Steele: 


Ву  letter  dated  March  24,  1980  you  advised  the  McGovern  for  Senate 
Committee  (hereinafter  "Committee")  that  the  Federal  Election 
Commission  had  received  a  complaint  that  the  Committee  may  have 
violated  certain  provisions  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act 
or  related  laws.  You  invited  the  Committee's  response  including 
relevant  factual  or  legal  materials. 

On  behalf  of  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee  (previously  known  as 
the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Committee)  we  are  herewith  submitting  our 
response  to  the  above-captioned  complaint. 

Ву  way  of  summary,  the  complaint  alleges  that  the  campaign  may  have 
violated  the  federal  election  laws  by  failing  to  have  on  a  direct 
mail  solicitation  certain  authorizations  and  notices  concerning  the 
sponsorship  of  the  letter.  We  will  show  that  the  direct  mail 
package  as  a  whole  met  the  purpose  and  was  well  within  the  spirit 
of  the  eiection  laws;  that  апу  violation  was  strictly  ^  minimis ; 
ind  that  the  campaign  has  now  taken  all  reasonable  steps  to  assure 
that  no  further  mistakes  occur.  In  order  to  emphasize  the 
campaign's  intent  to  comply  fully  with  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act,  it  is  currently  making  an  effort  to  review  its  entire 
direct  mail  program  since  inception  to  determine  if  апу  additional 
unintentional  errors  may  exist  even  though  none  are  charged. 

Under  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act,  as  amended,  2  U.S.C. 

§437 (g),  and  the  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Commission,  11 
C.F.R.  Part  111,  the  Commission  has  the  authority  to  determine 
tiiat  "no  action  should  be  taken"  on  the  basis  of  the  complaint 
and  to  dismiss  the  complaint.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  more 
fullv  below,  we  urge  the  Commission  to  exercise  that  authority 
in  this  case. 


Pnntf'j  1Л4»  Psiii  tor  bv  ihc  Mi'Oovcrn  t'unp4ifr  Commttec.  picvdocc  Ммсписг,  f  alU.  Trm^itr.  л  o(  our  rcrH^rt  n  СЛе4  thc  f  edtni  EkcUiOAvComAtuica 

inii  it  ivtuAbje  Jor  pufctUM  (rotn  ihc  i  UC'.  * 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Ste^R 
Federal  Election  Conmilssion 
April  14,  1980 
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FACTS 

The  complaint  filed  in  this  matter  alleges  that  a  particular  direct 
mail  appeal  for  funds  sent  out  by  the  campaign  in  December,  1979 
гоау  have  resulted  in  a  failure  to  comply  with  certain  authorization 
and  notice  provisions  o£  the  federal  election  law8.  Speci£ically , 
at  the  time  of  the  mailing,  2  U.S.C.  §441(d),  as  amended,  and 
11  C.F.R.  §110.11  reguired  (1)  inclusion  of  a  statement  on  a 
political  communication  disclosing  the  campaign  coromittee  authoriz- 
ing  it  (or  stating  that  it  was  not  authorized  by  the  c^unpaign  if 
that  was  the  case) ,  and  (2)  that  the  face  or  front  page  of  all 
printed  solicitations  for  contributions  contain  a  notice  that  the 
sponsor's  reports  are  on  file  and  available  at  the  Commission.  ^ 

There  have  been  two  pertinent  amendments  to  the  law  since  the  mailing 
in  question  was  sent  out.  First,  prior  to  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act  Amendments  of  1979  (P.L.  96-187,  Јапиагу  8,  1980)  and 
implementing  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Commission  which  became 
final  on  April  1,  1980  (45  Fed.  Reg.  21211),  there  was  no  reguirement 
that  the  necessary  authorization  disclaimer  indicate  who  had  paid  for 
a  solicitation ,  but  only  who  had  authorized  it.  See  2  U.S.C.  §441 (d) 
Hence,  since  the  mailing  in  guestion  predated  the  new  reguirements , 
the  old,  less  stringent  provision  applies  to  it.  Second,  with  the 
amendments,  solicitation  appeals  no  longer  have  to  contain  a  refer- 
ence  to  the  availability  of  reports  at  the  Commission.  However, 
since  the  mailing  in  issue  was  sent  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
amendments,  a  notice  was  reguired. 

The  McGovern  Campaign  Committee  is  the  authorized  principal  campaign 
committee  supporting  the  reelection  campaign  of  Senator  George 
McGovern,  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the  Senate  from  the  State 
of  South  Dakota.  The  Committee  has  carried  on  the  normal  activities 
associated  with  a  political  campaign.  Campaign  officials  have 
attempted  at  all  times  to  comply  with  applicable  federal  election 
laws  and  regulations. 

With  regard  to  the  complaint,  on  or  about  December  5,  1979  a  direct 
mail  solicitation  package  was  sent  out  to  a  large  number  of  voters. 
The  letters  were  mailed  in  ''waves''  and  manv  of  the  letters  were  not 
delivered  until  sometime  after  Јапиагу.  The  campaign  had  approved 
the  letter  in  auestion  in  November,  1979  and  had  authorized  the 
direct  mail  house  to  prepare  it  for  circulation.  According  to 
standard  practice,  the  mailing  was  prepared  in  San  Francisco  and  - 
mailed  in  Miami  and  Committee  personnel  did  not  have  an  opportunitv 
to  review  printer's  proofs. 

The  package  contained  an  eight-page  letter  on  the  stationery  of 
Senator  George  McGovern  and  signed  by  the  Senator,  as  well  as  a 
pledge  card,  and  a  business  reply  envelope.  The  pledge  card 
which  accompanied  the  letter  and  the  return  envelope  clearly 
identified  Senator  McGovern  or  his  campaign.  In  addition,  the 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Steel^ 
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pledge  card  contained  the  notice  that  "А  сору  of  our  report  is  filed 
with  the  Federal  Election  Commission  and  is  available  for  purchase 
from  the  Federal  Election  Commission,  Washington,  D.C."  However, 
through  an  error  by  the  direct  mail  team,  and  despite  prior  instruc- 
tions  from  the  campaign,  the  letter  itself  did  not  contain  апу 
langjage  as  to  which  coiranittee  authorized  or  paid  for  the  mailing, 
nor  did  it  have  the  then-required  notice  on  its  front  page  that  a 
Committee  report  was  on  file  and  available  at  the  Coromission.  This 
omission  was  not  discovered  by  campaign  officials  until  after  the 
mailing  had  been  sent  out.  Attached  is  a  letter  from  the  direct 
mail  house  which  specifically  states  that  "This  was  an  inadvertant 
oversight  and  not  due  to  error  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  or 
members  of  the  Committee." 

As  soon  as  the  Committee  learned  of  the  errors  in  guestion,  it 
examined  what  steps  could  be  taken  to  remedy  them.  Since  the 
mailing  had  already  been  sent  out,  nothing  short  of  a  new  mailing 
to  all  recipients  for  the  sole  purpose  of  explaining  the  errors 
could  be  undertaken.  This  was  deemed  to  be  an  inappropriate 
response,  for  reasons  set  forth  below,  as  well  as  a  needless 
expense.  However,  upon  learning  of  the  errors,  the  Committee 
reinstructed  its  direct  mail  house  and  other  campaign  personnel  as 
to  their  obiigations  to  comply  with  all  campaign  laws  and  regula- 
tions,  and  explained  the  authorization  reguirements  established  by 
the  recent  amendments  to  the  federal  election  laws.  See  Exhibit  1. 
Henceforth,  all  mailings  will  state  that  they  were  "paid  for  or 
authorized"  by  the  appropriate  committee,  i.e.,  either  the  McGovern 
for  Senate  Committee  or  the  McGovern  Campaign  Committee.  The 
campaign  will  assure  that  no  additional  mailings  or  advertisements 
lack  the  reguired  authorization . 

Concerning  the  reference  to  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee  as 
the  recipient  of  funds  and  as  the  committee  filing  reports,  the 
campaign  has  changed  the  name  of  the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Committee 
to  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee.  This  will  assure  that  even 
though  there  is  no  longer  a  reguirement  to  state  on  campaign 
material  that  copies  of  reports  are  on  file  at  the  Commission,  апу- 
one  who  seeks  copies  under  the  name  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee, 
as  instructed  in  prior  notices,  will  be  able  to  do  so;  these 
reports  will  include  those  previously  filed  by  the  predecessor-^ 
named  committee. 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
Federal  Election  Commlssion 
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LEGAL  ISSUES 

1.  Authorization  and  Notice 

The  purpose  of  the  reguirement  that  political  advertising  contain 
the  authorization  of  a  campaign  committee  (or,  in  instances  where 
there  is  no  authorization,  a  statement  to  that  effect)  is  to  assure 
that  the  public  is  fully  aware  of  who  is  supporting  a  candidate 
and  acting  on  his  or  her  behalf.  Thus,  Section  110.11(a)(l)  of  the 
FEC*s  regulations  states  that  the  reguired  authorization  shall 
appear  in  order  "to  give  the  reader . . .adeguate  notice  of  the 
identity  of  persons  who  paid  for  or  who  authorized  the  communica- 
tion . " 

In  the  instant  matter,  there  can  scarcely  be  апу  guestion  about  who 
authorized  the  mailing  since  the  letter  itself  was  signed  by  the 
candidate,  Senator  George  McGovern,  and  is  written  on  his  own 
stationery.  It  is  hard  to  imagine  how  the  intent  of  the  law  that 
voters  have  adeguate  notice  of  the  source  of  campaign  literature 
could  possibly  be  violated  under  the  circumstances .  In  addition, 
the  business  reply  envelope  and  pledge  card  which  accompanied  the 
mailing  clearly  identified  Senator  McGovern  or  his  campaign. 

The  campaign  believes  that  the  direct  mail  solicitation  in  guestion 
as  a  whole  complied  with  the  intent  of  the  law  and  was  within  its 
spirit  and  that  the  mailing  could  in  no  manner  have  been  misleading 
to  its  recipients.  Clearly  no  intent  by  the  campaign  to  mislead  or 
deceive  the  public  can  reasonably  be  found  under  the  circumstances . 
The  failure  of  the  letter  to  contain  the  necessary  authorizat.ion 
was  an  unintentional  error.  Indeed,  a  direct  mail  letter  from 
Gloria  Steinem  soliciting  funds  for  the  Committee  was  prepared 
at  the  same  time  and  subsequently  mailed  which  did  contain  the 
authorization  notice  on  the  front  of  the  first  page.  While  the 
Committee  recognizes  it  is  ultimately  responsible  for  compliance 
with  the  federal  election  laws  and  regulations,  it  believes  that 
апу  violation  which  may  have  occurred  should  be  viewed  as  ^  minimis . 
The  Committee  has ,  however,  taken  the  additional  steps  described 
earlier  to  try  to  assure  no  further  violations  will  occur  and  it 
believes  none  will. 

2 .  Reports  to  the  Commission 

With  regard  to  the  failure  of  the  letter  in  guestion  to  identify  a 
particular  committee  as  one  whose  reports  are  available  from  the 
Coramission,  the  law  no  longer  reguires  such  notices.  2  U.S.C. 

§441 (d),  as  amended.  See ,  Remarks  of  Congressman  Thompson, 

125  Cong.  Rec.  Н12,366  (Daily  ed.,  Decembcr  20,  1979).  In  апу 
event,  a  carapaign  committee  filing  reports  was  identified  on  the 
pledge  card.  Since  the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Comraittee ' s  name  has 
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been  changed  to  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee,  all  reports  can  now 
be  found  under  the  name  "McGovern  f or  Senate  Coromittee . "  Апу 
possible  confusion  is  now  reroedieđ  and  no  harro  can  by  incurred 
by  the  public. 


Under  all  of  the  circumstances,  the  cćunpaign  urges  that  the  Federal 
Election  Cororoission  disroiss  the  complaint  forthwith  as  not  consti- 
tuting  a  violation  of  the  law. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Nelson  J.  ^imT 
Assistant  ^easurer 
McGovern  Cćunpaign  Coiranittee 


480BCACH$TimSUnE4».SANFIUNC6^CAlf0RNIA  MlO»  (4IS)44I«M» 


Aprll  9,  1980 

Иг.  Jeffrey  М.  Smich 
McGovem  for  Senate  Commlccee 
PosC  Offlce  Вох  472 
UashlngCon ,  DC  20004 

Reference:  McGovem  for  Senace  CommlCCee 

FEC  Complalnc  MUR  1189 


?n 


o 


Dear  Mr.  Smlch: 

Thls  Is  Co  acknovledge  your  recenC  leccer  advlsing  Parker/Dodd  and 
Associaces  chac  Che  Federal  ElecCion  Commission  has  received  a  complainc 
ChaC  Che  McGovem  for  Senace  CommiCCee  may  have  vlolaCed  cerCain  pro- 
visions  of  che  Federal  Eleccion  Campaign  AcC  or  relaCed  lavs,  speclfi- 
cally,  2  U.S.C.  p.  441(d),  as  amended,  and  11  C.F.R.  p.  110.11. 

The  subjecC  of  chis  complainc  is  an  eighc-page  direcc  mail 
sollcicacion  vhich  was  prepared  by  Parker/Dodd  and  AssociaCes  in  San 
Francisco  in  November,  1979  and  prinCed  and  mailed  by  Ace-Parker,  Inc. 
of  Miami  the  first  week  of  December,  1979. 

Although  the  pledge  card  which  accompanied  this  eighc-page  direcC 
mail  appeal  contained  the  nocice  that  "A  сору  of  our  report  is  filed  . 
wich  Che  FEC  and  is  available  for  purchase  from  Che  FEC,  WashingCon,  DC," 
Che  letcer  itself  did  noc  contain  specific  language  ChaC  ic  was  paid 
for  and  auchorized  by  the  McGovem  for  Senace  CommiCCee.  This  vas  an 
inadvertant  oversight  and  not  due  to  error  on  the  part  of  the  CommiCCee 
or  members  of  the  ConraiiCtee. 

As  with  other  fundraising  direct  mail  solicicaCions  prepared  by 
us  for  the  Committee  we  have  taken  all  reasonable  sCeps  to  assure 
compliance  with  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act.  We  are  aware  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  FEC  regarding  direct  mail  solicita- 
tions  and  we  assure  you  that  we  will  make  every  efforC  to  comply 
fully  with  the  law. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Richard  Parker 
Parker/Dodđ  and  Asso'ciates 


RP/ab 


April  7,  1980 


» ^ 
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Мг.  Richard  Parker 

Farker/Dodđ  and  Associates 

Suite  474 

680  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

Dear  Mr.  Parker: 

As  you  know,  WQ  have  previously  instructeđ  you  that  all 
campaign  advertising  amd  đirect  icail  solicitations  on 
behalf  of  Senator  George  McGovem  must  contain  a  state-> 
icent  that  the  advortisenent  or  roailing  was  authorized 
ty  the  McGovern  for  Ssnate  Coirroittee.  Апу  fund  solici- 
tation  r.ust  ccntain  adđitional  languaga  that  a  сору  of 
the  report  of  the  ComittGe  is  on  file  anđ  availablo 
froin  the  Feđeral  Election  Comnission  in  V7ashingtcn,  DC. 

v,*e  learned  a  fov»  days  ago  that  a  đirect  roail  lettar 
propaređ  and  SG.'it  by  you  on  or  about  Đocrmher  5,  1379 
điđ  not  contain  either  the  authori^ation  or  the  notica 
on  the  letter  itself.  Although  the  plcđge  card  accoro- 
panving  the  ir.ailing  contained  the  notice,  tha  letter 
should  hav’e  contained  both  the  authorization  and  t*ne 
notice. 


Accorcingl'/,  I  aro  vriting  to  reinstruot  уоа  with  respect 
to  the  reruiroroents  iir.posed  upon  you  regarding  all 
.advertiijing  ar.đ  direct  oail  that  you  perforro  for  the 
Conniiitee.  Oug  to  зогле  changas  in  the  law  enacted  in 
Јапиаг'/,  13^0,  it  is  no  longer  reguired  that  fund 
solicitaticn  lotters  contain  a  notice  regarding  the 
availability  of  our  reports  at  the  Federal  Election 
Coinniicsion.  Kowsver,  all  advertising,  incluđj.ng  fund 
solicitations ,  ir.ust  continue  to  саггу  the  state~ent 
that  the  -aterial  being  ssnt  out  is  authorizad  by  the 
r.cCovorn  for  Senate  Coniroittee.  In  adćition,  there  is 
now  a  new  recuirenent  that  the  authorization  include 
the  statenent  that  the  avaterial  is  '’paid  ror*’  as  well 
as  "authorized  by"  the  Coninittee.  Hence,  each  prece  ot 
our  rr.aterial  (except  for  buttons,  buinper  stickers,  and 
the  like  v;*nich  are  too  sroall  to  contain  the  langua<^e) 
r.ust  зау  ‘‘Paid  fcr  and  authorized  by  tne  !*c^Gvern  for 

Senate  Ccr.jrdttce.  " 


Kr.  Riphard  Fa«ker 


Pa^«  2 


Ву  nieans  of  thia  letter,  Z  am  asking  that  уои  uhdertake 
to  assure  that  no  inaterials  you  prepare  and  send  for 
this  Committee  will  enter  the  public  đoreain  vithout  the 
песеззагу  longuage  being  contained  on  each  piece  of 
canpaign  literature  or  inail«  Please  signif^  your 
acceptance  of  these  conđitions  by  signing  this  letter 
in  the  зрасе  below  and  returning  the  letter  to  nte.  The 
extra  сору  is  for  your  files. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

SincerelYf 


Jeffrey  М.  Smith 

Office  of  Senator  George  McGovern 
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Beveriđge,  Fairbanks  &  Diainond 
1333  New  Kanpshire  Ave-,?n-J' 
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Dear  Frland« 

I  watit  to  alert  you  to  an  ехаегдепсу  — *  one  that  ј^етпт-Јв  our  help 
rlght  noWf  even  as  we  prepare  for  other  crucial  contests  In  the 
Novenber  general  election« 

Without  our  aupport#  there  ie  a  good  and  deserving  man  in  the 
Senate  vho  may  not  be  re-elected  Senator  George  McGovern  of  South 
Dakota.  Senator  McGovern  alone  among  the  вјх  Senators  who  have  been 
targeted  for  defeat  by  the  extreme  rightwing»  is  now  facing  a  sericniH , 
hard-fought  and  viclous  ргјшагу  challen^. 

A  "right-to-life"  candidate  has  been  hand  picked  by  a  virulent 
anti-abortion  coalition  and  is  being  funđed  by  hundreds  of  thousanđs 
of  out-of-state  dollars,  with  just  one  purpose  —  to  defeat  Senator 
McGovern,  and  to  strengthen  the  anti-choice  position. 

• 

Why  has  George  McGovern  been  targeted? 

Because  he  supports  the  most  basic  and  personal  of  all  human 
rights:  the  right  of  a  woman  to  decide,  without  Government 
interference  or  bias#  whether  or  not  to  bear  a  child. 

Those  of  us  who  support  reproductive  freedom  (more  than 
70%  of  all  Ainericans  in  recent  public  opinion  polls) 
learned  with  dismay  in  the  1978  elections  what  a  sitiall, 
well-organi2ed,  well-financed  minority  can  do.  Using 
tactics  ranging  from  personal  harrassment  to  false 
"scare"  photos  of  dead  fetuses,  they  even  used  church 
buses  as  political  tools  in  a  get-out-the-vote  campaign 
coinpletely  counter  to  our  Constitutional  guarantees  that 
church  and  state  remain  separate. 

Now  these  same  "right-to-life"  forces  organized  as  the  Life 
Amendment  Political  Action  Committee  (LAPAC)  have  targeted  McGovern, 
Senator  Culver  of  Iowa,  Senator  Bayh  of  Indiana,  Senator  Packwood  of 
Oregon,  Senator  Leahv  of  Vermont  and  Senator  Church  of  Idaho. 


Most  of  these  men  are  leaders  in  support ing  the  pro-choice 
cause .  And  even  some  who  are  not  strongly  pro-choice ,  such  as  Senator 
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us  meet  it.  "America  does  not  have  a  shortage  of  епегду/ 
says»  "it  haa  a  ahortage  o£  leaderahip.  ** 


McGovern 


This  ia  the  voice  of  historv  — •  and  oourage  to  atand  up 
against  special  interests  r.-  that  the  rightving  vanta  to 
silence  211  2!1  the  issue  of  abortion » 

I  have  hesitated  to  %n:ite  you  this  letter.  I  know  tl|at  many  of 
you  have  already  been  asked  to  help  in  other  кеу  races  and  are 
conmiting  time  and  епегду  to  important  causes  we  all  support* 

But  I  deciđed  to  vrite  this  letter  for  one  reason: 

I  imagined  the  thoughts  and  regrets  I  %irould  have  if  I  woke  %ф 
June  4,  the  day  after  the  South  Dakota  primary,  to  reports  that 
Senator  George  McGovern  had  been  narrowly  defeated  by  an  obscure« 
"right  to  life"  candidate. 

I  knov  you  %K>ulđ  share  my  feelings*  But  vhat  could  we  do  then? 
What  %№uld  we  wish  we  had  done?  What  regrets  and  afterthoughts  would 
haunt  us  with  McGovern  gone? 

We  have  a  lot  to  lose  in  the  South  Dakota  ргјтагу  if  Senator 
McGovern  is  defeated  or  if  his  inargin  of  victory,  due  to  anti-choice 
efforts«  is  diminished  to  the  point  where  it  is  perceived  as  a 
"defeat"  by  those  who  will  be  interpreting  the  results. 

Не  is  being  challenged  because  he  has  had  the  vision  and  the 
courage  to  stand  with  us  in  favor  of  pro-choice* 

We  cannot  afford  to  lose  him  —  or  this  election  —  on  the  basis 

of  this  issue. 

I  invite  each  of  you  to  imagine  the  feelings  you  will  have  when 
you  hear  the  news  of  the  ultra-rightwing' s  victory  celebrations  when 
they  win  in  South  Dakota. 

Таке  those  feelings  and  put  a  price  tag  on  them.  How  much  would 
you  give  not  to  hear  that  announcement?  How  much  is  it  worth  to  елсп 
and  every  one  of  us  to  keep  McGovern  in  office  and  to  prevent  the 
minority  from  winning? 

I  hope  you  will  give  that  amount  —  and  all  that  you  can  afford 

--  to  see  human  rights  win  out.  The  Senator  needs  to  have  the 

assurance  that  funds  will  be  available,  so  that  he  can  саггу  the 
pro-choice  issue  —  our  issue  —  our  position  —  to  the  voters  in 
South  D'akota. 
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Re:  MUR  1189 


Dear  Mr.  Himroelman: 

On  June  ,  1980,  the  Cororolsslonjtound  reason  to  belleve  that 
the  McGovern  for  Congress  Cororoittee  C'the  Committee")  violated 
2  U.S.C.  §  435(b)  and  §  441d,  prior  the  1979  Aiiiendments  (P.L.  9б~ 
187).  Speci£lcaliy,  your  client  failed  to  include  language  reguired 
by  these  provisions  on  an  eight  page  letter  solicitlng  contributions 
on  behalf  of  Senator  McGovern's  re-election. 

However,  after  considering  the  circurostances  that  (a)  the  omis- 
sion  of  language  was  due  to  an  error  by  the  preparer  of  the  letter 
rather  than  on  the  part  of  the  Cororoittee,  (b)  the  dlsclairoer  reguired 
by  section  43 5 (b)  appeared  on  a  pledge  card  which  accoropanied  the 
eight  page  letter,  (c)  the  solicitation  as  a  whole  disclosed  the 
critical  information,  and  (d)  the  recently  iropleroented  Public  Law 
96-187  deletes  section  435(b),  the  Comroission  has  deterroined  to 
take  no  further  action  and  to  close  its  file  regarding  this  roatter. 
The  Cororoission  reroinds  you  that  failing  to  include  reguired  language 
on  solicitations  is  nevertheless  in  violation  of  the  Act  and  your 
client  should  take  immediate  steps  to  insure  that  this  activity 
does  not  occur  in  the  future. 

This  matter  will  be  made  part  of  the  public  record  within 
30  days.  Should  you  wish  to  submit  апу  materials  to  appear  on 
the  public  record,  please  do  so  withln  10  days.  If  you  have  апу 
questlons,  please  direct  them  to  Carolyn  Weeder  at  (202)  523-4529. 


Sincerely , 
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CERTIFIED  MAIL 

RETURN  RECEIPT  REpOESTED 

Mr.  Hal  Wick,  Chairman 
Rural  Route  4 
Вох  133 

Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota  57101 


Re:  MUR  1189 

Dear  Mr.  Wick: 

This  is  in  reference  to  the  complaint  you  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission  on  March  5,  1980  concerning  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Commit- 
tee's  possible  violations  o£  2  U.S.C.  S  435(b)  and  S  441d  by  fail- 
ing  to  include  reguired  language  on  a  solicitation. 

After  conducting  an  investigation  in  this  matter,  the  Commission 
determined  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  the  McGovern  for  Senate 
Committee  ("the  Committee")  violated  certain  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Election  Campaign  Act  o£  1971,  as  amended  ("the  Act").  Hovever,  a£- 
ter  considering  the  circumstances  that  (a)  the  omission  o£  language 
was  due  to  an  error  by  the  preparer  o£  the  letter  rather  than  on  the 
part  o£  the  Committee,  (b)  the  disclaimer  reguired  by  section  435(b) 
appeared  on  a  pledge  card  which  accompanied  the  eight  page  letter, 

(c)  the  solicitation  as  a  whole  disclosed  the  critical  information, 
and  (d)  the  recently  implemented  Public  Law  96-187  deletes  section 
435(b),  the  Commission  has  determined  to  take  no  further  action. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  has  decided  to  close  the  file  in  this 
matter. 

Should  additional  information  come  to  your  attention  which  you 
believe  establishes  a  violation  o£  the  Act,  please  contact  Carolyn 
Weeder,  the  staff  member  assigned  to  this  matter  at  (202)  523-4529. 
This  matter  will  be  made  part  of  the  public  record  within  30  days. 

Sincerely, 


Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
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Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Election  Commisslon 
1325  К  Street,  NW 
Kashington,  DC  20463 

Reference:  MUR  1189 


Dear  Mr.  Steele: 

Đy  letter  dated  March  24,  1980  you  advised  the  McGovern  for  Senate 
Coinroittee  (hereinafter  "Ccmimittee'')  that  the  Federal  Election 
Cororoission  had  received  a  complaint  that  the  Cc^mittee  гоау  have 
violated  certain  provisions  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act 
or  related  laws.  You  invited  the  Committee's  response  including 
relevant  factual  or  legal  materials. 

On  behalf  of  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee  (previously  known  as 
the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Coromittee)  we  are  herewith  submitting  our 
response  to  the  above-captioned  complaint. 

Đy  way  of  suroroary,  the  complaint  alleges  that  the  czmipaign  may  have 
violated  the  federal  election  laws  by  failing  to  have  on  a  direct 
roail  solicitation  certain  authorizations  and  notices  concerning  the 
sponsorship  of  the  letter.  We  will  show  that  the  direct  mail 
package  as  a  whole  roet  the  purpose  and  was  well  within  the  spirit 
of  the  election  laws;  that  апу  violation  was  strictly  ^  minimis; 
and  that  the  caropaign  has  now  taken  all  reason^Usle  steps  to  assure 
that  no  further  roistakes  occur.  In  order  to  erophasize  the 
campaign's  intent  to  comply  fully  with  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act,  it  is  currently  roaking  an  effort  to  review  its  entire 
direct  mail  program  since  inception  to  determine  if  апу  additional 
unintentional  errors  гоау  exist  even  though  none  are  charged. 

Under  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act,  as  amended,  2  U.S.C. 

§437 (g),  and  the  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Commission,  11 
C.F.R.  Part  111,  the  Coromission  has  the  authority  to  determine 
that  "no  action  should  be  taken"  on  the  basis  of  the  complaint 
and  to  dismiss  the  complaint.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  more 
fully  below,  we  urge  the  Commission  to  exercise  that  authority 
in  this  case. 


Pnnt«d  ин!  Pud  Го*  b,  th«  McOomn  Comiiiiim.  ThdOdtan  МммМ.  SiOM  Fdk.  Titmf«,.  A  ca^'  of  ош  icpon  b  fM  wMk  Ot  FcMnM  Ekctiou  СоттнМоо 
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'i" 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
Federal  Election  Commisslon 
April  14,  1980 
Page  2 


FACTS 

The  complaint  filed  in  this  matter  alleges  that  a  particular  direct 
mail  appeal  for  funds  sent  out  by  the  campaign  in  December,  1979 
may  have  resulted  in  a  failure  to  comply  with  certain  authorization 
and  notice  provisions  of  the  federal  election  laws.  Specifically , 
at  the  time  of  the  mailing,  2  U.S.C.  g441(d),  as  amended,  and 
11  C.F.R.  gllO.ll  reguired  (1)  inclusion  of  a  statement  on  a 
political  communication  disclosing  the  caunpaign  committee  authoriz- 
ing  it  (or  stating  that  it  was  not  authorized  by  the  campaign  if 
that  was  the  case) ,  and  (2)  that  the  face  or  front  page  of  all 
printed  solicitations  for  contributions  contain  a  notice  that  the 
sponsor's  reports  are  on  file  and  availaible  at  the  Commission. 

There  have  been  two  pertinent  amendments  to  the  law  since  the  mailing 
in  guestion  was  sent  out.  First,  prior  to  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act  Amendments  of  1979  (P.L.  96-187,  Јапиагу  8,  1980)  and 
implementing  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Commission  which  becaune 
final  on  April  1,  1980  (45  Fed.  Reg.  21211),  there  was  no  reguirement 
that  the  necessary  authorization  disclaimer  indicate  who  had  paid  for 
a  solicitation,  but  only  who  had  authorized  it.  See  2  U.S.C.  g441(d). 
Hence,  since  the  mailing  in  guestion  predated  the  new  reguirements , 
the  old,  less  stringent  provision  applies  to  it.  Second,  with  the 
amendments,  solicitation  appeals  no  longer  have  to  contain  a  refer- 
ence  to  the  availability  of  reports  at  the  Commission.  However, 
since  the  mailing  in  issue  was  sent  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
amendments,  a  notice  was  reguired. 

The  McGovern  Caunpaign  Committee  is  the  authorized  principal  caunpaign 
committee  supporting  the  reelection  campaign  of  Senator  George 
McGovern,  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the  Senate  from  the  State 
of  South  Dakota.  The  Committee  has  carried  on  the  normal  activities 
associated  with  a  political  campaign.  Campaign  officials  have 
attempted  at  ali  times  to  comply  with  applicable  federal  election 
laws  and  regulations. 

With  regard  to  the  complaint,  on  or  about  December  5,  1979  a  direct 
mail  solicitation  package  was  sent  out  to  a  large  number  of  voters. 

The  letters  were  mailed  in  ”waves”  and  many  of  the  letters  were  not 
delivered  until  sometime  after  Јапиагу.  The  campaign  had  approved 
the  letter  in  guestion  in  November,  1979  and  had  authorized  the 
direct  mail  house  to  prepare  it  for  circulation.  According  to 
standard  practice,  the  mailing  was  prepared  in  San  Francisco  and 
mailed  in  Miami  and  Committee  personnel  did  not  have  an  opportunity 
to  review  printer's  proofs. 

The  package  contained  an  eight-page  letter  on  the  stationery  of 
Senator  George  McGovern  and  signed  by  the  Senator,  as  well  as  a 
pledge  card,  and  a  business  reply  envelope.  The  pledge  card 
which  accompanied  the  letter  and  the  return  envelope  clearly 
identified  Senator  McGovern  or  his  campaign.  In  addition,  the 
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pledge  card  contained  the  notice  that  "A  сору  of  our  report  is  filed 
with  the  Federal  Election  Coiranission  and  is  available  for  purchase 
from  the  Federal  Election  Coiranission,  Washington,  D.C."  However, 
through  an  error  by  the  direct  mail  team,  and  despite  prior  instruc« 
tions  from  the  campaign,  the  letter  itself  did  not  contain  апу 
language  as  to  which  committee  authorized  or  paid  for  the  mailing, 
nor  did  it  have  the  then-reguired  notice  on  its  front  page  that  a 
Committee  report  was  on  file  and  available  at  the  Coiranission.  This 
omission  was  not  discovered  by  campaign  officials  until  after  the 
mailing  had  been  sent  out.  Attached  is  a  letter  from  the  direct 
mail  house  which  specifically  states  that  "This  was  an  inadvertant 
oversight  and  not  due  to  error  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  or 
members  of  the  Committee." 

As  soon  as  the  Committee  learned  of  the  errors  in  guestion,  it 
examined  what  steps  could  be  taken  to  remedy  them.  Since  the 
mailing  had  already  been  sent  out,  nothing  short  of  a  new  mailing 
to  all  recipients  for  the  sole  purpose  of  explaining  the  errors 
could  be  undertaken.  This  was  deemed  to  be  an  inappropriate 
response,  for  reasons  set  forth  below,  as  well  as  a  needless 
ехрепзе.  However,  upon  learning  of  the  errors,  the  Committee 
reinstructed  its  direct  mail  house  and  other  campaign  personnel  as 
to  their  obligations  to  comply  with  all  cćumpaign  laws  and  regula- 
tions,  and  explained  the  authorization  reguirements  established  by 
the  recent  amendments  to  the  federal  election  laws.  See  Exhibit  1. 
Henceforth,  all  mailings  will  state  that  they  were  "paid  for  or 
authorized"  by  the  appropriate  committee,  i.e.,  either  the  McGovern 
for  Senate  Committee  or  the  McGovern  Cčimpaign  Coromittee.  The 
campaign  will  assure  that  no  additional  mailings  or  advertisements 
lack  the  reguired  authorization. 

Concerning  the  reference  to  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Coromittee  as 
the  recipient  of  funds  and  as  the  committee  filing  reports,  the 
campaign  has  changed  the  name  of  the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Committee 
to  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee.  This  will  assure  that  even 
though  there  is  no  longer  a  reguirement  to  state  on  campaign 
material  that  copies  of  reports  are  on  file  at  the  Commission,  апу- 
one  who  seeks  copies  under  the  пгипе  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee, 
as  instructed  in  prior  notices,  will  be  able  to  do  so;  these 
reports  will  include  those  previously  filed  by  the  predecessor- 
named  committee. 
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LEGAL  ISSUES 

.  Authorization  and  Notice 

The  purpose  of  the  requirement  that  political  advertising  contain 
the  authorization  of  a  c^unpaign  committee  (or,  in  instances  where 
there  is  no  authorization,  a  statement  to  that  effect)  is  to  assure 
that  the  public  is  fully  aware  of  who  is  supporting  a  candidate 
2uid  acting  on  his  or  her  behalf.  Thus,  Section  110.11(a)(l)  of  the 
FEC's  regulations  states  that  the  reguired  authorization  shall 
appear  in  order  "to  give  the  reader . . .adeguate  notice  of  the 
identity  of  persons  who  paid  for  or  who  authorized  the  communica- 
tion. " 

In  the  instant  matter,  there  can  scarcely  be  апу  guestion  about  who 
authorized  the  mailing  since  the  letter  itself  was  signed  by  the 
candidate,  Senator  George  McGovern,  and  is  written  on  his  own 
stationery.  It  is  hard  to  imagine  how  the  intent  of  the  law  that 
voters  have  adeguate  notice  of  the  source  of  campaign  literature 
could  possibly  be  violated  under  the  circumstances .  In  addition, 
the  business  reply  envelope  and  pledge  card  which  accompanied  the 
mailing  clearly  identified  Senator  McGovern  or  his  campaign. 

The  campaign  believes  that  the  direct  mail  solicitation  in  guestion 
as  a  whole  complied  with  the  intent  of  the  law  čind  was  within  its 
spirit  and  that  the  mailing  could  in  no  manner  have  been  misleading 
to  its  recipients.  Clearly  no  intent  by  the  campaign  to  mislead  or 
deceive  the  public  can  reasonably  be  found  under  the  circumstances . 
The  failure  of  the  letter  to  contain  the  necessary  authorization 
was  an  unintentional  error.  Indeed,  a  direct  mail  letter  from 
Gloria  Steinem  soliciting  funds  for  the  Committee  was  prepared 
at  the  same  time  and  subsequently  mailed  which  did  contain  the 
authorization  notice  on  the  front  of  the  first  page.  While  the 
Committee  recognizes  it  is  ultimately  responsible  for  compliance 
with  the  federal  election  laws  and  regulations,  it  believes  that 
апу  violation  which  may  have  occurred  should  be  viewed  as  ^  minimis . 
The  Committee  has,  however,  taken  the  additional  steps  described 
earlier  to  try  to  assure  no  further  violations  will  occur  and  it 
believes  none  will. 

2 .  Reports  to  the  Commission 

With  regard  to  the  failure  of  the  letter  in  question  to  identify  a 
particular  committee  as  one  whose  reports  are  available  from  the 
Commission,  the  law  no  longer  reguires  such  notices.  2  U.S.C. 

§441 (d) ,  as  amended.  See ,  Remarks  of  Congressman  Thompson, 

125  Cong.  Rec.  H12,366  (Daily  ed. ,  December  20,  1979).  In  апу 
event,  a  campaign  committee  filing  reports  was  identified  on  the 
pledge  card.  Since  the  McGovern  Direct  Mail  Committee's  name  has 
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been  changed  to  McGovern  for  Senate  Comiiiittee,  all  reports  can  now 
be  found  under  the  name  "McGovern  for  Senate  Committee • ”  Апу 
possible  confusion  is  now  remedied  and  no  harm  can  by  incurred 
by  the  public. 

*  *  * 
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Under  all  of  the  circumstances,  the  campaign  urges  that  the  Federal 
Election  Commission  dismiss  the  complaint  forthwith  as  not  consti- 
tuting  a  violation  of  the  law. 


McGovern  Campaign  Committee 
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April  9,  1980 

Mr.  Jeffrey  М.  Smlth 
McGovem  for  Senate  Conmlttee 
Post  Offlce  Вох  472 
Vfashlngton,  DC  20004 

Reference:  McGovem  for  Senate  Conmlttee 

FEC  CoBplalnt  MDR  1189 


lO 
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Dear  Hr.  Smlth: 

Thls  Is  to  acknovledge  your  recent  letter  advlsing  Parker/Dodd  and 
Aasociates  that  the  Federal  Election  Conmiaaion  haa  received  a  coaplaint 
that  the  McGovem  for  Senate  Connittee  may  have  vlolated  certain  pro~ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act  or  related  lavs,  specifi- 
cally,  2  U.S.C.  p.  441(d),  as  ainended,  and  11  C.F.R.  p.  110.11. 

The  subject  of  this  complaint  is  an  eight~page  direct  mail 
solicitation  vhich  vas  prepared  by  Parker/Dodd  and  Associates  in  San 
Francisco  in  November,  1979  and  printed  and  mailed  by  Ace~Parker,  Inc. 
of  Miami  the  first  veek  of  December,  1979. 

Although  the  pledge  card  vhich  accompanied  this  eight-page  direct 
mail  appeal  contained  the  notice  that  "A  сору  of  our  report  is  filed 
vith  the  FEC  and  is  available  for  purchase  from  the  FEC,  Vashington,  DC," 
the  letter  itself  did  not  contain  specific  language  that  it  vas  paid 
for  and  authorized  by  the  McGovem  for  Senate  Committee.  This  vas  an 
inadvertant  oversight  and  not  due  to  error  on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
or  members  of  the  Committee. 

As  vith  other  fundraisang  direct  mail  solicitations  prepared  by 
us  for  the  Committee  ve  havi*  taken  all  reasonable  steps  to  assure 
compliance  vith  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act.  We  are  avare  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  FEC  regarding  direct  mail  solicita- 
tions  and  we  assure  you  that  ve  vill  make  every  effort  to  comply 
fully  vith  the  lav. 

Slncereiy  your$, 

Richard  Parker 
Parker/Dodd  and  Assoclates 


RP/ab 


April  7«  1980 
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Mr.  Richard  Parker 

Parker/Dodđ  and  Associatee 

Suite  474 

680  Beach  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 

Dear  Mr.  Parkers 

As  you  knovr,  we  have  previously  instructed  уои  that  all 
campaign  ađvertising  emd  đirect  icail  solicitations  on 
behalf  of  Sena tor  George  McGovem  must  contain  a  state- 
roent  that  t)ie  advertisenent  or  nailing  was  authorized 
by  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Coiroaittee.  Апу  fund  solicl- 
tation  must  contain  ađđitional  language  that  a  сору  of 
the  report  of  the  Coranittee  Is  on  flle  and  available 
from  the  Federal  Election  Coimisslon  in  Hashington,  DC. 

We  learneđ  a  few  đay8  ago  that  a  đirect  inail  letter 
prepaređ  and  sent  by  you  on  or  about  ĐecenJber  5,  1979 
diđ  not  contain  either  the  authorization  or  the  notica 
on  the  letter  itself.  Although  the  pleđge  card  accoro- 
panying  the  roailing  contained  the  notice^  the  letter 
shoulđ  have  contained  both  the  authorization  anđ  the 
notice. 

Accordingly,  I  am  vriting  to  reinstruct  you  with  respect 
to  the  reauirements  iroposed  upon  you  regarđlng  all 
advertising  and  đirect  roail  that  you  perform  for  the 
Comiuittee.  Due  to  soma  changes  in  the  law  enacted  in 
Januarv,  1930,  it  is  no  longer  reguired  that  fund 
solicitation  letters  contain  a  notice  regarđing  the 
availability  of  our  reports  at  the  Federal  Electlon 
Commission.  Howaver,  all  advertising,  including  fund 
solicitations,  inust  continue  to  саггу  the  stateroent 
that  the  material  being  sent  out  is  authorized  by  the 
McGovem  for  Senate  Committee.  In  ađdition,  there  is 
now  a  new  reguireiaent  that  the  authorization  include 
the  statenent  that  the  material  is  '’paid  for**  as  well 
as  "authorized  by"  the  Comaittee.  Hence,  each  piece  of 
our  material  (except  for  buttons,  bumper  stickers,  and 
the  like  which  are  too  sroall  to  contain  the  language) 
must  say  '  Paid  for  and  authorized  by  the  McGovern  for 

Senatc  Committee." 


I 


Mr.  Richard  Paeker  ^«9«  2 


Ву  means  of  thls  letter,  Z  шт  asking  that  уои  undertaJte 
to  aseure  that  no  materials  уоа  prepare  anđ  eend  for 
thia  Coomittee  will  enter  the  publio  đoraain  viUiOut  the 
песезвагу  language  being  containeđ  on  ea<di  piece  of 
campaign  literature  or  mail.  Pleaae  8ignify  your 
acceptance  of  these  conđitions  by  signing  this  letter 
in  the  apace  below  ^ind  retuming  the  letter  to  roe.  The 
extra  сору  ia  for  your  files. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

Sincerely, 


ro 

rv 

Jeffrey  М.  Sinith 

lf> 

Office  of  Senator  George  McGovem 
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Parker/bodd  Date 

■»т 

cc:  Harolđ  Hiirtmelman,  Esg. 

Beveriđge,  Fairbanks  &  Diamond 

1333  New  Hampshire  Ave.,NW 

o 

Washington,  DC  20036 

cc 

HH/JMS:dss 

•OliiiiaStciiieiii  • 


Dear  Priend, 

I  want  to  alert  you  to  an  ешегдепсу  —  one  that  deaanda  our  help 
right  now,  even  ae  we  prepare  for  other  crucial  conteete  in  the 
Novenber  general  election. 

Mithout  our  eupport,  there  ia  a  good  and  deaerving  nan  in  the 
Senate  who  пау  not  be  re-elected  Senator  George  McGovern  of  South 
Dakota*  Senator  McGovern  alone  anong  the  six  Senators  <dio  have  been 
targeted  for  defeat  by  the  extrene  ri<ditwinq#  ie  now  facing  a  serioue, 
hard-foug^t  anđ  vicious  ргЈиагу  challenge. 

A  "right-to-life"  candidate  haa  been  hand  picked  by  a  virulent 
anti-abortion  coalition  and  ie  being  funded  by  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  out-of~state  dollars,  with  just  one  purpose  to  defeat  S«uitor 
McGovern,  and  to  strengthen  the  anti-choice  position. 

Why  has  George  McGovern  been  targeted? 

Because  he  supports  the  inost  basic  and  personal  of  all  ћишап 
rights:  the  right  of  a  %roman  to  decide,  without  Government 
interference  or  bias,  whether  or  not  to  bear  a  child. 

Those  of  us  who  support  reproductive  freedom  (more  than 
70%  of  all  Americans  in  recent  public  opinion  polls) 
leamed  with  dismay  in  the  1978  elections  what  a  small, 
weII-organized,  well-financed  minority  can  do.  Using 
tactics  ranging  from  personal  harrasement  to  false 
"scare"  photos  of  dead  fetuses,  they  even  used  church 
buses  as  political  tools  in  a  get-out-the-vote  campaign 
compIeteIy  counter  to  our  Constitutional  guarantees  that 
church  and  state  remain  separate. 

Now  these  same  ”right-to-Iife"  forces  organized  as  the  Life 
Amendment  Political  Action  Consnittee  (LAPAC)  have  targeted  McGovern, 
Senator  Culver  of  Iowa,  Senator  Bayh  of  Indiana,  Senator  Packwood  of 
Oregon,  Senator  Leahy  of  Vermont  and  Senator  Church  of  Idaho« 

Most  of  these  men  are  leaders  in  supporting  the  pro-choice 
cause«  And  even  some  who  аге  not  strongIy  pro-choice ,  such  as  Senator 


c' 


Pud  (oc  tnd  tuthofiMd  by  McOimrn  Глпрчји  Comnumt 
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Church«  are  targeted  becauee  they  are  perceiveđ  aa  liberale«  Theee 
шеп  were  put  in  the  bulle»eye  because  they  шеге  felt  to  be  especially 
vulnerable  to  a  lAPAC-leđ  challenge« 

rreedom  of  choice  on  abortion  should  not  be  a  political 
issue  at  all,  but  shocld  be  an  iseue  beteeen  a  еовшп  and 
her  doctor  as  the  Supreme  Court  has  ruled,  part  of 
her  Сопа^^^и^^опаИу-^диагап^ее^  rlght  of  privacy*  The 
lesson  we  have  learned  is  that  the  ultra-rightving  uses 
the  issue  of  freedom  of  choice  on  abortion  to  create  an 
atmosphere  of  religious  hy8teria  among  a  very  small 
mlnority  of  voters*  but  one  which  is  just  barely  able  to 
tip  the  scales  against  the  obvious  will  of  a  coflg>lAcent 
ma jority. 

The  smaller  the  vote,  the  адаИег  the  eleotion»  the  more  likely 
this  shrill  anđ  undemocratic  effort  is  to  sucoeed. 

That's  one  rea8<»i  %«hy  a  little  publicized  primary  in  a  small 
state  like  South  Dakota  is  the  perfect  battlefield  for  these  varriors 
of  prejudice  and  advocates  of  Govemnent  authoritarianism. 

The  second  reason  is  George  McGovern  himself . 

In  1963,  with  his  frienđ  Jack  Kennedy  still  in  the  White  House, 
George  McGovern  used  his  first  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to 
warn  aUx>ut  the  đangers  of  Vietnam.  "If  we  do  not  recognize  the  trap 
of  гш  unjust  var,"  McGovern  said,  **it  will  haunt  us  in  every  corner  of 
this  revolutionary  globe." 

This  is  the  Senator  they  want  to  defeat  —  on  the  single 
issue  of  abortion. 

In  1972,  NcGovern  was  almost  alone  in  trying  to  ехроае  the 
seriousness  of  Nixon*s  massive  misuse  of  power  that  wae  8ymbolized  by 
Watergatei  a  seriousness  that  other  national  leaders  did  not  concede 
until  many  disastrous  months  later. 

This  is  the  voice  of  national  leadership  they  want  to 
silence  —  on  the  emotional  issue  of  abortion. 


In  1980,  McGovern  has  become  one  of  the  strongest  voices  of 
reason  in  the  Senate  against  the  hysteria  of  those  who  want  to  take  us 
back  to  the  1950 's  emd  the  Cold  War.  Не  sees  the  challenge  of 
achieving  energy-independence  as  comparable  to  the  Civil  War  or  the 
Great  Depression,  and  he  has  the  courage  and  sense  of  hi8tory  to  help 
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Lewi»,  It  Can  Hai>pen  Неге^*  It;  lii^ 
heppanitttf  here  *•  In  South  Dakota>  And  what  happana  in'  ^hah  ’atata 
will  influanca  tha  oouraa  of  tha  pro-choica  iaaua  throu^hout  tha  1980 
cai^aigha* 


O 

f4 

w 


aon't  you  join  hands  with  na,  now  onca  again? 


P.S«  Plaase,  I  urge  уои,  not  to  Iay  this  letter  aaide  with  the 
intantion  of  an8wering  it  later.  If  you  feel  this  is  "just 
anothar  raguast  for  funds/"  think  for  a  ncMBent  about  all  the 
ijqportant  goale  we  ehare  in  совшоп.  I've  already  aent  ny  check 
off  to  Senator  McGovern.  Please  join  forces  and  aand  the  most 
generous  lunount  you  can  afford  today.  Му  special  thanks!  This 
cauae  ie  just  and  the  need  is  urgent  —  and  your  ianediate 
raeponee  can  make  a  critical  difference. 
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ue  it*  "Aveffioft  does  not  Нау«  a  shoarts^*  of  ^mergiF#  '' 

шлушч:.:  ^  "It  has  «  ehortage  o£  leader^iip« " 


Thia  ia  tha  voice  of  hiatorv  **  and  соцга< 
againat  apecial  interesta  —  that  the  rigi 
ailence  on  the  issue  of  abjMTtion« 


to  atand  oo 
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I  have  heaitated  to  %n:ite  you  this  letter.  X  knov  that  many  of 
you  have  already  been  aaked  to  help  in  other  кеу  races  and  are 
coandting  time  and  епегду  to  in^ortant  cauaea  we  all  8iq|>port* 

BUt  I  decided  to  «n:ite  this  letter  for  one  reason: 

^  I  imagined  the  thou^ts  and  regrets  I  vould  have  if  X  woke  up 

June  4,  the  day  after  the  South  Dakota  primary,  to  reports  that 
|s^  Senator  George  McGovern  had  been  narrowly  defeated  by  an  obecure, 
"right  to  life**  candidate* 

W 

I  know  you  would  share  my  feelinga.  But  what  could  we  do  then? 
Nhat  would  we  viah  we  had  done?  Nhat  regrete  and  afterthoughts  would 
^  haunt  ua  with  McGovem  gone? 

Ife  have  a  lot  to  lose  in  the  South  Pakota  ргЈтагу  if  Senator 
McGovern  is  defeated  or  if  his  margin  of  victoryr  due  to  anti-'Choice 
effortSr  is  diminished  to  the  point  «diere  it  is  perceived  as  a 
•‘defeat'*  by  those  who  will  be  interpreting  the  results. 

^  Не  is  being  challenged  because  he  has  had  the  vision  and  the 

courage  to  stand  with  us  in  favor  of  pro-choice. 

CD 

We  cannot  afford  to  lose  him  —  or  this  election  —  on  the  basis 
er^of  this  issue. 

I  invite  each  of  you  to  imagine  the  feelings  you  will  have  when 
you  hear  the  news  of  the  ultra-rightwing* s  victory  celebrations  when 
they  win  in  South  Dakota. 

Таке  those  feelings  and  put  a  price  tag  on  them.  How  much  would 
you  give  not  to  hear  that  announcement?  How  much  is  it  worth  to  each 
and  every  one  of  us  to  keep  McGovern  in  office  and  to  prevent  the 
minority  from  winning? 


I  hope  you  will  give  that  amount  —  and  all  that  you  can  afford 
--  to  see  human  rights  win  out.  The  Senator  needs  to  have  the 
assurance  that  funds  will  be  available,  so  that  he  can  саггу  the 
pro-choice  issue  —  our  issue  —  our  position  —  to  the  voters  in 
South  Dakota. 


WASNINOTON,  O.C. 
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HOR  S5  OllOtONl  12/10/^9 


RETURN  ТО 
NOr  DELBCRRRUE  RS  RD0RE»3CD 
UHRRUC  ТО  PORMRRD 

вма«*«  HOROVITZ 
ISOSS  SUPEaiOR  ROM 
E  CLEVElAN0>  ОН 
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иу  đMr  fri«ndt 

Tb«  1980*  S/  Z  шт  noir  đ4^piy  will  bs  a  tu^lh^  j^iht  Ш 
history  --  ooaypar«hdo  in  iMgnitude  to  tho  Civil  ИПг  of  th«  1860* s  and  th« 
Grsst  Dsprsssion  and  H««r  Dsai  of  th«  1930* s» 


CN 
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Assrica  will  fac«  asssoas  opportuniti«s  and  profound  dangsrs  that  hav«  no 
parallsl  in  th«  past* 

I  aa  sagsr  to  b«  part  of  it  •>-  to  h«lp  our  liation  ssis«  tdi«  opportunitiSs 
and  avoid  th«  đangsrs* 

То  accospliih  this,  I  vill  n««đ  your  hslp  onc«  agato«  for  rsasOfts  X  isill 
ssplain  at  the  end  of  this  Isttsr. 

But  first  I  vould  lik«  to  ask  a  few  ainutss  of  your  tia«  to  considsr  along 
vith  BS  exactly  vhat  I  aa  talking  about*  Then  I  think  you  vill  agrs«  irith  as 
at  least  on  the  critical  iaportance  of  the  years  just  ahsađ* 

Тће  opportunity  at  hand  is  to  aohiev«  in  the  1^0* s  uhat  ВаГху  Осаввопег 
calls  "the  solar  transition**  —  to  free  our  nation  froa  dsp«ndenOy  oft  (МПВС 
oil* 

A  recent  etudy  by  the  Harvard  BusinesS  School  entitled,  **Our  Епегду 
Puture«**  concludes  that  a  carefully  constructed,  епегду  efficient  conservation 
Bovement  could  save  the  eguivalent  of  all  the  oil  we  are  now  isporting  ftda 
OFBC.  Such  a  conservation  effort  %e>uld  incluđe  the  conetructioh  of  eneifgy 
efficient  railways  ond  urban  transit;  the  insulation  of  our  houses«  pUblic 
buildings  and  coesMrcial  structuresi  епегду  conserving  practices  in  our  fac- 
tories«  shops  ond  office  buildingsi  the  co-generation  of  power  anđ  a  host  of 
other  епегду  efficient  anđ  conserving  technigues* 

Beyond  this«  the  Harvard  etudy  pointe  to  the  challenging  and  practical 
applications  of  solar  power  to  meet  from  one-fifth  to  one-fourth  of  our  епегду 
reguirements • 


I  believe  that  thoughtful  analy8is  such  as  the  Harvard  8tudy  and  Ваггу 
Commoner*8  work  points  the  way  to  a  dependable#  clean#  workable  епегду  future 
for  the  United  States« 


Unless  we  can  find  ans^ers  not  now  available  to  us  as  to  how  nuclear 
епегду  can  be  safely  produced  and  its  wa8te  8afely  dispoaed  of#  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  can  pursue  the  nuclear  rainbow.  The  risk  in  human  livea  and 
suffering  is  too  great.  The  financial  costs  also  seem  to  be  violating  апу 
reasonable  benef it-’cost  ratio. 
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It  doeen't  matt«r  tdiethar  the  n«ar-catastroj^e  at  Three  Mlla  Island  wae 
due  to  huMn  failure,  mechanical  failure#  or  eabotage«  The  point  ia  that 
avoiding  a  nuclear  pover  plant  diaaater  requires  three  kinda  of  totel  М 
tion  in  an  iag>erfect  tiorld  —  human  perfection,  mechanical  perfectim/  imd^' 
perfect  security«  That  is  virtualXy  iBq>ossible  as  matters  now  stand^ 

U.S.  nuclear  pover  plants  reported  2#в35  "incidente”  in  1978«  Мапу  vete 
8iBd.lar  to  the  malfunctions  encountered  at  Three  MLle  Island« 

Now  %fe  see  the  President  making  a  similar  mistake  in  hie  езфепаХуе 
reliance  on  eynthetic  fuels  from  coal,  oil  shale,  and  tar  aands«  Its  develop- 
ment  uould  consume  a  large  part  of  the  $88  billion  investMnt  of  the 
President*8  proposed  Епегду  Security  Oorporation.  It  uould  re^ire  rlp{|;^q 
open  and  che«ring  up  vast  areas  of  publlc  land,  polluting  the  air,  consumlng 
huge  guantities  of  our  precious  %iater  —  and  the  cost  of  the  resultii\g  fuel  ia 
Iikely  to  be  higher  than  the  cost  of  the  ОРВС  oil  we  are  trying  to  get  albng 
vithout«  The  big  gainers  from  8ynthetic  fuels  will  be  the  oil  companies  uho 
are  acguiring  the  coal  reaourcee  from  vhich  the  prođuct  is  made« 

Of  course  we've  got  to  have  епегду«  But  I  most  eoq>hatically  do  not  agree 
that  vre  either  should  or  need  to  resort  to  such  desperation  Bmasures  to  pro- 
vide  it.  The  blunt  truth  is  that  America  does  not  have  a  ehortaoe  of  епегду. 
It  has  a  shortage  of  leadership. 

Each  уеаг  the  sun  beams  to  our  planet  earth,  28,000  times  more  solar 
епегду  than  all  the  coammrcial  епегду  used  by  mankind. 


And  %re  already  possess  the  technology  to  make  8ub8tantially  more  use  of 
this  endless  re8upply  of  clean,  renevrable  епегду  within  the  next  five  уеага 
than  we  are  currently  planning. 

The  President's  new  епегду  program  calls  for  an  estimated  increase  of  just 
2%  over  eKisting  solar  programs  by  the  уеаг  2000.  But  look  at  just  part  of 
the  dazzling  embarrassment  of  riches  in  renewable  епегду  technology  waiting  to 
be  developed  right  now  by  a  subetantial  c<mmon  sense  program. 


PHOTOVOLTAIC  CELLS.  This  is  probed>ly  the  simplest  anđ  potentiaIIy  the 
cheapest  form  of  solar  епегду.  Sunlight  strlking  the  cell  is  converted 
directly  into  electricity. 

Right  now  the  problem  is  cost  —  2dx>ut  $15  per  watt,  compared  to  50^  to 
$1.20  for  conventional  power  plants. 

Đut  an  extraordinary  government  study  pointed  to  the  solution.  It  8howed 
that  if  the  Pentagon  would  invest  just  $500  million  to  replace  its  smaller 
gasoline  generators  with  photovoltaic  cells,  on  a  strict  cost-benefit  basis, 
it  would  start  a  mass  production/mass  use  cycle  that  could  bring  the  cost  down 


( next  page,  please) 


to  50^  a  Watt  in  juat  S  уаага«  Thls  Mould  »aka  It  poaalbla  to  prođooa^JOOi/OOO 
aagaaatta  of  poaar  —  ovar  10  tlaaa  aa  auch  aa  our  praaantlp  орага^1цо^А|1оЈИш 
рдмаг  planta  --  at  ooaqMtitiaa  rataa* 

But  Congraaa  propoaad  an  invaataant  of  only  $98  ndllion^  avan  that  ovar 
AdAiniatration  oppoaition  ••  and  than  tha  Praaldant  vatoaa  avan  that  amehl 
"It  ia  atill  too  аагХу,"  ha  aaid,  "to  concantrata  on  ooaaMreialiaatlon  of 
photovoltaica • " 

tHND  GBNBRATOBS.  An  inventor  in  Allantovn,  Pannaylvania  haa  davalppod  a 
nimplit,  loir-coat  wlnd  turbina  that  haa  aora  capacity»  at  бО^  a  vatt#  tban 
NASA'a  recantly  eoaplated  vindAill  at  Clayton,  Naw  llixico*  And  Uilliaa 
Негопавиа  and  hia  aaaociates  at  tha  Univerait^  of  Miaaachttaetta  hava  dapiNaad 
offehore  wind*poirer  genaratora  that  could  paroduca  tha  aqual  of  80  посДааг 
power  planta,  aore  than  enough  to  8upply  all  of  New  B&gland  with  powar* 

UMD8RSBA  TURBINBS*  Tha  Gulf  Straaa  oontaina  50  tiJDaa  aa  ouch  «iargy  aa 
all  the  rivara  of  tha  world  put  togethar*  Now  an  inventor  haa  daai^poad  a 
sy8tem  of  giant  undaraaa  Gulf  Streaa  turbinas  that  could  ba  built  for  laaa 
per  watt  them  new  coal  or  nuclear  plants  and  far  more  quickly.  Just  230  of 
thase  turbines  could  produce  enough  to  8vq>ply  tha  entire  state  of  Florida>  the 
equal  of  10  nuclear  power  plants* 

MATBR  PONBR«  Our  country  has  hundreda  of  авмИег  daas  «»hich  aithar  wara 
never  harnessed  or  %rhose  turbines  were  abandoned  when  other  foroa  of  powar 
were  developed.  The  Federal  Power  Conmission  estimates  that  54,000  megavatts 
--  more  power  than  vie  now  get  from  all  our  nuclear  reactors  oould  ba  har*- 
nessad  at  dams  that  already  exl8t  but  do  not  have  turbines* 

ALCOHOL*  Alcohol  can  be  distilled  by  fermenting  almost  апу  organic  pro-* 
đuct  or  byproduct  ^*-  waste  wood,  food  plant  vastes,  garbage,  grain,  sorghimi 
сгше,  etc* 

During  the  recent  gasoline  shortage,  the  %diole  nation  8uddanly  hecama 
conecioue  of  gasohol,  a  mixture  of  90%  gasoline  and  10%  aloohol* 

But  with  minor  modifications,  gasoline  engines  can  burn  pure  alcohol 
with  по  pollution  of  the  atmosphere.  And  by  determined  national  effort,  %#e 
could  replace  gasoline  from  OPEC  oil  with  pure  alcohol  in  our  automobiles  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Last  уеаг  the  Uniteđ  States  consumed  182  billion  gallons  of  gasoline,  of 
which  about  one-half  was  from  imported  oil.  A  Purdue  scientist  has  developeđ 
a  way  to  convert  plant  matter  into  glucose,  the  raw  materials  for  ethanol*  Не 
says  this  vould  roake  it  possible  to  turn  the  nation's  annual  one  billion  tons 
of  waste  into  375  million  tons  of  fuel  grade  alcohol  --  that's  over  90  billion 
gallons  --  at  a  retail  cost  of  about  805^  a  galloni 


(over,  please) 


-  4  - 


fr 

in 

с? 


Г' 

о 


А  farflMr*ecl«nti«t  in  Ninnesota/  ueing  a  homeMade  eolar-heat  diatiiintT* 
tnmad  49/000  baehala  of  aurpLna  eorn  dLnto  225/000  gallona  of  aloohol* 
tha  laftovar  femanted  mash  ahich  vma  fed  to  livastock  la  aora  nutritioua  than 
the  corn  from  vrhich  it  was  made. 

Osing  his  taohnologv/  our  annual  crop  of  7  billion  bushels  of  oorn  and  the 
corn  silaga  could  ba  converted  to  as  much  as  35  billion  gallons  of  aleohol* 

То  support  farm  prices/  the  Agriculture  Department  has  been  paying 
Amarican  farmers  $1  billion  a  уааг  not  to  grow  cropa  on  13  aillion  aoras  of 
"set  aside**  land.  But  if  wa  raoioved  this  restricti(»  and  instaad  gava  farmars 
an  incentiva  to  plant  this  idla  lanđ  in  saaet  аогдћип/  this  oould  yialđ 
anothar  25  billion  gallons  of  alcohol  a  уааг«  And  wa  could  use  tha  praaant  $1 
billion  eubsiđy  to  finance  tha  oonstruction  of  thousands  of  satall  toim  and 
farm  distilleries  to  prođuce  the  alcohol* 

I  аш  oonvincad  this  program  alona  coold  antiraly  eliainata  our  OFSC  oil 
imports  to  zaro  vrithin  five  уаага  instaad  of  narely  reducing  thas  to  4«5 
million  barrels  a  day  by  1990  tha  goal  aet  by  tha  Prasident* 

Р1па11у/  I  vmnt  to  talk  to  you  about  another  grave  threat  wa  faca  in  tha 
months  and  уеагв  ahead/  one  with  which  I  have  struggled  throu^  out  8evan<- 
teen  уеагв  in  the  United  States  Senate.  And  that  is  the  dual  threat  of  being 
deetroyed  from  without  by  nuclaar  war  or  from  within  by  tha  unsi;qK>ortabIa  bur« 
den  of  a  crushlng  nuclear  war  buđget« 

The  incid^t  at  Harrisburg/  for  all  the  anxiety  and  anguiah  and  possible 
cancer  cases  it  may  have  caused/  may  au;tually  turn  out  to  have  baan  a  blassing 
in  disguise. 

Mot  onIy  may  it  have  awakenad  the  American  people  to  the  danger  of  nuclaar 
епегду/  it  may  also  have  given  the  public  a  new  perspective  on  the  total 
absurdity  of  our  nuclear  defense  budget.  For  the  railitary  planners  at  the 
Pentagon  now  accept  as  thinkable  not  just  the  eguivalent  of  a  thousand 
Harrisburg  meltdovms  across  America  <— >  but  a  thousand  Hiroehimaa« 

During  the  Eisenhower-DuIIe8  уеаг8/  our  đefense  plaumers  developed  the 
doctrine  which  they  call  "NAD"/  standing  for  Mutual  Assured  Destruction* 

It  meant  simply  that  our  best  hope  for  peace  emd  survival  in  the  nuclear 
age  lay  in  both  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  Union  having  the  retaIiatory 
capability  of  destroying  the  other  nation  if  attacked  by  nuclear  force* 

I  have  alway8  accepted/  however/  reluctantly/  the  logic  of  and  necessit^ 
for  this  doctrine. 


(next  радв/  please) 


9vt  in  rfcnnt  у«|мг*«  Pnntngcm  planners  and  thalr  Sovlat  countarpjurlM  hava 
gona  on  to  davalop  and  to  aall  to  thair  nhtlonal  laad№e  ah  i^p^aoh^iihlhh 
chooaa  to  call  "NADDBR*  — >  tha  Mitual  Aaaurađ  bouhla  DoonaiŠi^^l^fact^ 

Acoording  to  thia  achool  of  thought  r  it  ia  not  ahou^h  to  ha' ahia"  W^ 
daatroy  tlEia  othar  uation  totally«  Ona  nuat  ba  abla  to  daatr6y  It  aan^  tilHia 
ovar*  And  if  tha  Soviat  Union  ahould  davalop  tha  capabilit^  tb  kill  aach 
Asarican  150  tiaaSf  but  %«а  had  tha  capability  to  kill  aach  Ruaaian  ohlf  143 
tlaas#  than  they  aould  be  consiđeređ  to  have  "si^eriorit^".  iftat  uttOr 
ncmaanea  I 

Xn  hia  State  of  the  Union  ađdresa  laat  Јапиагу,  Preaidant  Cartar  pointađ 
out#  "Just  ona  of  our  relatively  invulnerable  Poseidon  submarines 
coavorising  less  than  2%  of  our  total  nuclear  force  of  subaiariiies',  aircraifi"«  ' 
anđ  land-based  Biisslles  ~  carries  enough  varheads  to  destroy  every  1аг^а  imđ 
aadiuu-'Size  city  in  the  Soviet  Union." 

Then  ahy,  a  reasonable  person  oiight  ask,  đo  «#e  neeđ  so  much  aorm  nuclaar 
force?  Itiy  shouldn't  our  President  sinply  make  it  clear  to  tihe  Soviet  thtidii: 
"If  you  decide  to  attack  us/  our  spy  satellites  will  iaaediately  report  your 
aissile  launchings/  and  I  will  order  our  nuclear  subnarines  to  wipe  out  av«ry 
Soviat  cit^«"  A  gria  varning,  but  a  sure  way  to  keep  the  peace  amd  raduca 
the  aras  race. 

The  rebuttal  to  this  by  the  arm  chair  military  game  рХауегв  vill  astound 
you«  But  it  provides  a  partial  esgplanation  for  Presiđent  Carter's  asking 
$122*7  billion  for  defense  this  уеаг  —  $10*8  billion  nore  than  last  уам1вг* 

The  ММ>1ЖК  argument  goes  something  like  this:  s%q>pose  the  Soviets#  In  a 
"first  strike",  shot  2,000  nuclear  missiles  targetted  with  deadly  ассигасу 
onto  our  1,000  or  80  land-based  hardeneđ  missile  silos,  knocking  thcSa  oUt7 
Our  President  woulđ  8upposedly  hesitate  to  order  (either  before  or  al^er  the 
Soviet  strike)  the  destruction  of  all  Soviet  cities  by  our  nuclear  subniarines* 
Uhy7  Because  that  %K>uld  make  the  Russians  атдгу  amd  then  they'd  really  let  us 
have  it!  . .  _ 

I'm  serious*  This  is  the  logic  of  the  MADDER  advocates*  The  Russians  are 
sx]pposed  to  believe  that  after  at  least  2,000  Soviet  bombs  more  poverful  than 
that  at  Hiroshima  are  headed  for  or  landed  on  our  continent,  causing  хф  to  20 
million  instant  deaths  and  many  times  that  number  from  radiation  sickness 
in  fact,  making  most  of  our  country  es8entially  uninhabitable  —  our  President 
would  hesitate  to  retaliate  for  fear  of  provoking  a  really  serious  attack! 

And  so,  the  argument  goes,  to  avoid  this  "disadvantage" ,  the  Ađministra-’ 
tion  has  now  decided  to  spend  as  much  as  $70  billion  to  develop  our  owrt  stiper- 
accurate  mobile  ICBM,  the  МХ.  It  could  then  "ride  out"  a  Russian  first  strike 
by  dodging,  then  counter-attack  —  not  against  Russian  cities  but  merely 
against  the  silos  of  their  "second  strike"  reserve*  This  way,  presumably,  our 
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t«io  oMtipng  слп  bđve  a  "nuclmar  џхећапда"  — >  siloa  agalnst  ailoo  --  ahd 
ahaka  hiusda  and  aign  a  paaca  traaty» 

And  tha  tragad^  of  tha  SAI«!  ZX  dabata  ia  that  aa  ara  aakad  to  chp^aa  pa^ 
tvaaa  tha  aiaddar  SALI  li  agraanant  (in  ahich  both  aidaa  wili  ba  aiie^^S  *  ' 
eubetantial  incraaaaa  in  thair  etockpilaa  of  dalivarabla  atratagic 
••  and  aaddaat  of  all«  no^SALT,  no  holda  barrad«  vith  tha  objact  of  tha  "giuaa* 
to  ваа  «dxich  sida  can  bankrnpt  the  othar  firat  with  ап  uncontroliad  ariui  tida* 

That  economic  bankruptcy  тау  be  closer  than  %#a  think,  SAI/T  or  no  SAIJT* 

Tha  annual  inflation  rate  soared  racently  to  a  record  high  of  13%,  and  it'a 
heading  highcur  *—  vhile  the  Adninistration  urgea  holding  wage  increasaa  ђошп 
to  7a*  Baal  vagaa  have  baan  dropping  8taadily  ainca  1970*  Haamihila^  tha 
ипшврХоупеп^  rate  %ihich  hae  been  hanging  8t\]bbomly  around  6%  thraatana  to* 
riee  to  8%  vrithin  a  уеаг  • 

It  is  fashionable  among  the  neic  right  to  explain  our  %#ildfire  inflation 
entirely  in  tanne  of  governaent  debt  anđ  governaent  epending. 

Certainly  there  are  icaeteful,  inefficient  governaent  prograas  that  imad 
eliaination,  refora,  or  cleaning  цр*  But  far  more  seriouB  воигсев  of  infi.a<-’ 
tion  are  the  costs  of  епегду  — *  interest  rates  and  the  blllions  Bguandered 
on  ехсевз  nuclear  defense  capability. 

The  price  of  oil  and  natural  gas  affects  not  just  the  price  of  gasoline, 
but  alaost  everything  we  use  —  food,  clothing,  heating,  housing*  And  even 
before  the  latest  OFBC  oil  price  increases,  the  Carter  đecision  to  đeregttlate 
gas  and  oil  pricee  made  continued  double'-digit  inflation  inevitable* 

The  Federal  Reserve's  13%  interest  rates,  a  vain  atteo^t  to  control  infla* 
tion  %irithout  increasing  productivity  merely  tacks  extra  cost  onto  buying  hoiBes 
and  cars  as  iiell  as  producing  goods* 

And  defense  dollars,  lavished  on  non~competitive  contractors  %<ho  have  run 
up  $78  billion  in  cost  overruns,  have  been  proven  to  be  %irildly  inflationary  • 

In  the  naae  of  national  security,  we  have  built  a  s%iraying  tover  of  in- 
8ecurity«  When  it  comes  to  providing  real  8ecurity  for  our  o«m  people,  the 
richest  nation  on  earth  has  been  slo%ir  in  replacing  poor  housing,  criaibling 
railway  and  public  transport« 

The  roughly  25-iiiillion  Aaericans  living  below  the  federal  poverty  level  in 
poorly  insulated  homes  can’t  even  afford  to  keep  %iarm  in  winter  at  today's 
skyrocketing  fuel  prices^  In  the  uall  Street  Journal,  %ire  learn  that  thousands 
of  older  people  are  dying  each  уеаг  from  "accidental  h^pothermia,"  a  rapid 
drop  in  body  temperature  —  in  other  v^ords,  they*re  freezing  to  death. 

Yet  John  Kennedy's  vrarning  is  still  true  that  if  %^e  ceinnot  help  the  many 
who  ću:e  poor,  we  cannot  save  the  few  who  are  rich. 
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Th«  program  I  wnt  for  Амг1оа  —  th«  one  I  vant  to  return  to  Nhehlngton 
tb'  '^i^t  Žor  ••  "ii  "^l^'thht  iMnilđ  đeai  i#ith  ili  of  thoie  raiitađ  |tto^ 
unlfiad  wayt 

Ni  ihbuld  dii^rt  bfllibna  of  dollirs  frb«  uiildai,  pbintiaa«  na«^^^ 
đafanba  prbjatta  into  craah  iprotraaka  for  aolar  апаГ9У)»  " 

--  tia  ahould  convart  шапу  of  our  dafanaa  plants  into  aolar  апагду  and 
public  transpottation  manufaeturint« 

—  tte  ahould  eut  tha  prica  of  public  and  privata  transportation  by  рави* 
ducing  billiona  of  gallone  of  alcohol  from  wa8ta  and  aurplua  grainS)« 
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—  Instaad  of  slashing  Amtrak  train  sarvica^  as  tha  Ađmintatration  has 
dona«  we  should  boild  pid^lic  transportation  sarvieas  agual  to  tha 
finast  high-spaad  trains  of  Buropa  and  Japan*  And  Inataad  Of  latting 
our  fraight  trains  dacline,  we  could  твке  As^rica  number  ona  in  rail 
8y8tens« 

—  It  has  bean  astllsatad  that  juat  30%  of  ahat  va  epand  for  tha  milftary 
would  craata  t%PO-  to  five-ad.llion  more  jobs  if  invastad  in  solar 
апагду  manufacturing  and  public  transportatiiMi  davalopnant« 

—  And  finally,  wa  should  claiig>  on  tou0i  price  oontrols  and  atart  gas 
rationing  until  tha  fires  of  inflation  bagin  to  cool« 

—  Then  «№  wlll  be  able  to  forge  a  nc»w  foreign  policy  based  on  ganuine 
relaxation  of  intamational  taneiona,  free  from  anxioue  scranbling 
for  Arab  oil.  ite  could  provide  Israel  the  unstinting  support  it 
needs  for  survival  vithout  worrying  so  much  about  what  tha  Arab 
nations  ni<^t  think« 

If  I  аш  returned  to  the  United  States  Sanate  next  уеаг  by  the  voters  of 
South  Dakota,  шу  18  years  in  the  Senate  ««ould  put  me  in  line  for  influantial 
coomdttee  assignnents  and  chairmanships. 

But  I  believe  that  as  a  Senator  I  can  also  provide  a  national  leađarship 
and  a  voice  ranging  beyond  this,  by  speaking  to  cmd  for  the  loose  coalition  of 
citizens'  groups  working  for  the  same  goals  as  I  have  outlined  in  this  letter. 

Hovever,  I  face  a  tough  reelection  fight.  Right-wing  extremist  forces 
across  the  coiintry  have  pledged  to  raise  over  $1  million  to  finance  a  "get 
McGovern"  campaign  in  South  Dakota#  In  fact,  they  even  put  out  a  "Target 
McGovern"  leaflet  with  telescopic  rifle  criss-hairs  centered  on  a  bull8eye 
target  over  my  heart« 

Because  of  my  vocal  opposition  to  a  Constitutional  eunendment  outlawing 
abortion,  along  with  my  stand  on  the  Panama  Canal,  I  am  now  listed  as  one  of 


(over,  please) 


tkm  f  isiUi”  grpup«  t^  •х^вШ^р 

to  defeat  In  1980« 


‘^iK* 


Theee  ri^t*^iii9  Coreee  wili  epend  hearily  to  X  p^t 

late  a  eubatantial  eappaigo  treaaury  to  oorrect  the  diatorted  ipprOii|oa«  of 
me  they  wlll  eeek  to  epread  among  South  Dakota  votera* 

A  great  source  of  prlde,  eatisfaction«  and  Independenoe  for  me  in  the  past 
has  been  the  broad  base  of  flnanclal  ei^pport  I  have  enjoyed  from  emall  oontrl- 
butione  of  $25  to  $100  rather  than  huge  corporatlon  political  action  ooemit- 

teee« 

8o  I  am  turning  to  уои  once  again  for  your  valued  eupport#  in  the  oon- 
fldenoe  that  «fe  ehare  the  eame  political  and  eoclal  outlook  and  that  you  knov 
I  will  be  iforking  and  flghtlng  in  Haehlngton  for  your  polnt  of  vieir« 

Zf  you  agree«  pleaee  eend  whatever  you  can  as  soon  as  you  can«  The  "get 
McGovern”  cao^aign  In  South  Dakota  le  already  under  way,  a  уеаг  In  advance« 

I  need  to  start  now  to  anewer  and  тхроат  their  propaganda* 

And  I  would  appreclate  hearing  your  views  on  the  thoughts  1  have  ekP^^esed 
In  thla  letter.  Llke-mlnded  people  of  good  will  must  draw  together,  thlnk 
together,  and  «#ork  together  In  the  crltlcal  monthe  and  years  just  ahead  If  ««e 
are  to  achleve  ”the  solar  transltlon”  to  a  secure  80ciety  before  it  is  too 
late* 


r*>Bincerely  yours#^ii^ 


Geor  ge*  HcGover  n 

Let  me  urge  you  not  to  lay  thie  letter  aside  with  the  intention  of 
an8wering  it  later«  The  need  is  immediate  and  your  fiiiancial  help  now 
can  make  a  crucial  difference.  Please  mail  the  moet  generous  amount  you 
can  today.  Му  special  thankst 


тСНАПО  М.  FAIRBANK^m 
HCNHV  L.  DIAMONO 
ALBCNT  JL  aCVCRIOOC.  Ш 
OANV  Н.  BAISC 
A.JAMCB  BANNCS 
HAROLD  HIMMCLMAN 
CHNIBTORHCN  Н.  BUCKLCT,  JR. 
ВСОТТ  IW.  BOWCN 
JONATHAN  rCANNON 
JONN  N.  HANSON 
ANDNCW  C.MISHKIN 
CHARLCS  A.  PATRIZIA 
CATHCNINC  М.  DUNLAP 
CVNTHIA  A.  LCWIS 
KANL  S.  SOURDCAU 
ROBCNT  S.THOMPSON 
OANV  I.  SOUIRC 
PATRICIA  a  RVAN 
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BeVERIDGE,  FaIRAANKS  &  DlAMOND 

1333  Ncw  HamASHIBIC  AvCMUCf  N.  W. 


Washinoton,  D.  C«  80036 
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Nr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Election  Conmission 
1325  К  Street,  N.W. 

Nashington,  D.C.  20463 

Reference:  MUR  1189 


iiC7S>3 


Dear  Mr.  Steele: 

This  is  to  noti£y  you  that  we  are  representing  the 
McGovern  for  Senate  Coimnittee  in  reference  to  the  above- 
captioned  complaint. 

Your  letter  to  the  Committee  was  received  on  March  27, 
1980.  Accordingly,  we  will  be  filing  a  response  with  you 
on  or  before  April  10,  i.e.,  within  fifteen  days  of  receipt 
of  your  letter.  We  reguest  that  you  take  no  action  on  this 
matter  until  you  have  received  the  response. 

Please  advise  me  if  you  have  апу  guestions  or  if  there 
are  further  developments  in  this  matter. 


Sincerely  yours 


Harold  Himmelman 


HH:aw 


l£  ’.Old 


I  4JV  Oc 


cc :  Carolyn  Weeder 

Jeffrey  Smith 


law  orFices 

^BCVCRIDOE.  FAIRBANKS  &  OlAMONO 
4М1^^^333  New  Hampshirc  AvcNue,  N.  W. 


WASHtNOTON,  D.  C.  20036 


Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Election  Commission 
1325  К  Street,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20463 


Cf? 

1Л 

сг 

*4t 

■ 

f* 

ос 


KICHAKO  м.  rAinaANK*.  ш 
HCNHV  U  OlAMONO 
AkOKNT  J.  ■CVCNiOOC.m 
ОАНУ  M.OAIOC 
A.JAMCt  •AHNCO 
HAIIOI.O  HIMMCLMAN 
CHNlSrONHCII  М.  ■иСА.КУ,  JN. 
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NATNICIA  O.  NVAN 
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S07235 

Mr.  Charles  N.  Steele 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Election  Coinmission 
1325  К  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.C.  20463 

Reference:  MUR  1189 

Dear  Mr.  Steele: 


This  is  to  notify  you  that  we  are  representing  the 
McGovern  £or  Senate  Coromittee  in  reference  to  the  above- 
captioned  complaint. 

Your  letter  to  the  Coromittee  was  receiveđ  on  March  27, 
1980.  Accordingly,  we  will  be  filing  a  response  with  you 
on  or  before  April  10,  i.e.,  within  fifteen  days  of  receipt 
of  your  letter.  We  reguest  that  you  take  no  action  on  this 
matter  until  you  have  received  the  response. 

Please  advise  roe  if  you  have  апу  guestions  or  if  there 
are  further  developments  in  this  roatter. 


Sincerely  y()urs. 


Harold  Hiromelroan 


HH:aw 


Carolyn 
Jef frey 


Weeder 

Smith 
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OBcvcriooe,  Fairbanks  &  Diamond 
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f  »• 


O 

€d 


Ог  :  Zld  t  »v/.  08 


аз.мзозн 


Ms.  Carolyn  Weeder 
Federal  Election  Commission 
1325  К  Street,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20463 
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FEĐERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

WASHINCTON.  D.C.  20463 


Магсћ  24,  1980 

CERTIFIED  NAXL 

REThjRN  RECEll^T  REOOBSTED 

McGovem  for  Senate  Committee 
P.O.  Вох  472 

Washlngton,  D.C.  20004 


Re:  MUR  1189 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

This  letter  is  to  notify  you  that  on  March  19,  1980, 
the  Federal  Election  Commission  received  a  complaint  which 
alleges  that  your  committee  may  have  violated  certain 
sections  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act  of  1971,  as 
amended  ("the  Act”)  or  Chapters  95  and  96  of  Title  26,  U.S. 
Code.  A  сору  of  the  complaint  is  enclosed.  We  have  nunbered 
this  inatter  MUR  1189.  Please  refer  to  this  number  in  all 
future  correspondence . 

Under  the  Act,  you  have  the  opportunity  to  demonstrate, 
in  vriting  that  no  action  should  be  taken  against  your 
coromittee  in  connection  with  this  roatter.  Your  response  must 
be  subroitted  within  15  days  of  receipt  of.  this  letter.  If 
no  response  is  received  within  15  days,  the  Comnission  may 
take  further  action  based  on  the  available  infoinnation. 

Please  subroit  апу  factual  or  legal  materials  which 
you  believe  are  relevant  to  the  Coromission's  analysis  of 
this  roatter.  Where  appropriate,  statements  should  be  submit- 
ted  under  oath. 

This  roatter  will  reroain  confidential  in  accordance  with 
2  U.S.C.  437g (a) (4) (В)  and  S  437g(a) (12) (A)  unless  you  notify 
the  Comroission  in  writing  that  you  wish  the  roatter  to  be  made 
public. 

If  you  intend  to  be  represented  by  counsel  in  this  roatter 
please  advise  the  Comroission  by  sending  a  letter  of  represen- 
tation  stating  the  naroe,  address  and  telephone  nurober  of  such 
counsel,  and  a  statement  authorizing  such  counsel  to  receive 
апу  notif ications  and  other  coromunications  froro  the  Commission 


Letter  to: 


Page  Two 


Мсо41кт  for  Senate 
Conmdttee 


If  you  have  апу  guestions,  please  contact  СагоХуп 
Heederr  the  staff  member  assigned  to  this  natter  at  (202) 
523-4529.  For  your  informationr  we  have  attached  a  brief 
description  of  the  Commission's  procedure  for  handling 
complaints . 


Enclosure 

1 .  Complaint 

2 .  Procedures 


cc:  Senator  George  McGovern 


This  letter  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  complaint 
of  March  5,  1980,  against  the  McGovern  for  Senate  Committee 
hich  alleges  violations  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign 
ws.  Л  staff  member  has  been  assigned  to  analyze  your 
legations.  The  respondent  will  be  notified  of  this 
‘  [plaint  within  5  days  and  a  recommendation  to  the 

ral  Election  Coiranission  as  to  how  this  matter  should 
itially  handled  will  be  made  15  days  after  the 
dent’s  notif ication.  You  will  be  notified  as 

the  Commission.  takes  final  action  on  your  complaint, 
ou  have  or  receive  апу  additional  information  in 
please  forward  it  to  this  office.  For  your 
we  have  attached  a  brief  description  of  the 
s  procedures  for  handling  complaints. 


General  Counsel 


Sincereiy, 


/  f.  V--  - 

C»arles  N.  Steele 


JI.O.  вох1М8 

Slo4ix  Follo,  Soutli  Daliota  87101 


Maroh  5,  1980 


radaral  Bloetion  Coamieoion 
1325  К  Strnot,  lf.W. 
Onshington,  D.C«  20463 


Dear  Coaoiieeionaret 


Thia  lattar  coaatitntaa  a  ooaplaint,  filad  with 
уоп«  by  tha  Paopla  for  an  Altarnatira  to  MoGorara 
Connittaa#  in  aooorđanea  with  Saetioa  309  of  tha  Padaral 
Slaetion  Caapaign  Aot  of  1971,  aa  laat  aaandađ  by  P«L« 
96-I87,  Aot  of  Јаппагу  8,  1980,  affaotira  Јаппапгу  8, 

1980  (harainaftar  ”tha  Aot*)«  AII  oitationa  and 
rafaranoaa  harain  ara  to  tha  Aot,  aa  anandad« 

Attaohad  harato  ia  a  еору  of  an  ondatad,  aight^paga 
lattar,  praparad  on  tha  lattarhaad  of  "Sanator  Gaorga 
McGovern,”  which  baara,  upon  inforaation  and  baliaf,  tha 
signatura  of  Sanator  MoGovarn  on  paga  aight«  It  wiil  ba 
notad  that,  aaong  othar  things,  tha  lattar  solioita 
oontrlbutlons  to  tha  NoGovarn  for  Sanata  Coaaittaa«  Dpon 
inforaatlon  and  baliaf,  tha  attachad  lattar  was  Issuad  in 
conjunction  with  a  diract  aail  prograa«  A  сору  of  a 
carriar  anvalopa,  addrassad  to  J«  В*  Mannar  of  Caap  Rill, 
Pannsylvania,  Is  also  attaohad«  Bnclosad  with  tba  lattar 
wae  a  businass  raply  aavalopa  and  oontributor  card, 
oopias  of  whlch  ara  anolosad« 

It  wlll  ba  notad  tha  lattar  doas  not  contain  a 
notica  as  raguirad  by  Saction  318 <a)  of  tha  Act,  or  as 
ragulrad  by  tha  Act  prior  to  Its  anandnant.  Saa,  2  U.S.C. 
435(b)  and  2  U*S.C.  44Id. 

Your  attantion  to  this  aattar  will  ba  appraciatad« 
Ra8pactfuIIy  subnittađ,  ^  ^ 

Sinca^sri?^, /  У 


HalJMlcJc 

Chairman 


Sworn  to  bafora  ma  this 
đay  of  Marcb  1980« 


НоЧагу  Publlc  ' 

ВБЛ  М.  NTEL^ON,  Notar^  Public 

Му  CoaiiaiiiSic '.i  Г  х 

Јстиагу 

PsM  for  by  Peoplo  tor  ал  Ailamative  to  McGovem,  •  proioct  ot  th«  National  Consarvativa  Politicai  Action  Committee,  and  not  authorued  by  апу  candidate.  A  сору  of  our  repon  is  fiied  with 
the  Federal  Eiection  Commission  and  is  available  for  purchase  from  the  Pederat  Eiection  Commisslon.  lAfashington,  D.C. 


амг  friMidt 

Гћш  19R0'9«  X  шш  aov  Лшт^Ху  oonriiiead«  will  bo  a;  tnming  point  ia  Aanrieui 
hietory  coogpnrahlo  in  aagnltudo  to  th«  d^l  Nhr  of  tho  1860*«  aad  tho 

Groat  Doprossi«i  aad  Nctit  Daal  of  tha  1930*s» 

•  • 

jhMrlca  vill  facs  anssosH  otpportnaitiss  and  profoond  dangsrs  thst  hsvs  ao 
parallsl  ia  ths  past* 

X  aa  sagsr  to  bs  part  of  it  to  hslp  our  aation  ssiss  ths  opportunitiss 
snd  avdid  ths  dangsrs*  . 

То  accoaplish  this«  X  vill  nssd  pour  hslp  oaes  again«  for  rsasoas  X  will 
азф1а1п  at  ths  snd  of  this  Isttsr« 

Bttt  first  X  %rould  lilcs  to  ask  a  fsw  sdnutss  of  уоиг  tias  to  oonsidsr  along 
vith  ns  sxactly  what  X  aa  talking  about*  Thsn  X  think  you  vill  agrss  vith  as 
at  Isast  on  ths  critical  in^ortancs  of  ths  ysars  just  ahsad* 

Ths  opportunitv  at  band  is  to  achisvs  in  ths  1980*s  %diat  Ваггу  Gonaonsr 
calls  "ths  solar  transition"  —  to  frss  our  nation  fooa  depsnd«icy  <m  OVBC 
oil  • 

A  rscsnt  8tudy  by  ths  Barvard  Businsss  School  sntitlsd,  ”Our  Bnsrgy 
Fttturs«**  concludss  that  a  carsfully  constructsd,  snsrgy  sfficisnt  conssrvation 
aovsoMmt  could  savs  ths  sguivalent  of  all  ths  oil  %rs  ars  now  inporting  froa 
OFEC*  Such  a  conssrvation  sffort  %iouId  include  ths  coivstruction  of  snsrgy 
sfficient  railways  and  urban  transit;  ths  insulation  of  our  housss«  public 
buildings  and  comasrcial  structurssi  епегду  conserving  practicss  in  our  fac- 
toriesr  shops  and  offics  buildingsi  the  co^generation  of  powsr  and  a  bost  of 
othsr  епегду  efficisnt  anđ  conserving  technigues* 

Bsyond  thiSr  ths  Harvard  8tudy  points  to  ths  challenging  anđ  practical 
applications  of  solar  power  to  mest  from  ons-fifth  to  <me*fourth  of  our  апегду 
rsguirsmsnts • 

X  bslisvs  that  thoughtful  analysis  such  as  the  Harvard  8tudy  and  Ваггу 
Oommonsr's  %#ork  points  ths  way  to  a  depsndable«  clean«  %iorkabIe  епегду  future 
for  ths  Unitsd  Statss^ 

Unless  we  can  find  ans%iers  not  now  available  to  us  as  to  how  nuclsar 
епегду  can  be  safely  produced  and  its  waste  safely  disposed  of«  I  do  not 
bslieve  that  %fe  can  pursue  the  nuclear  rainbow*  The  risk  In  human  lives  anđ 
spffsring  is  too  great^  The  financial  costs  also  seem  to  bs  violating  апу 
rsasonable  benefit^cost  ratio* 


Covsr«  pleass) 


v\  4  С  -  S  -  '  , 


Zt  đo«en't  mattor  i«h«tber  the  n««r*c«taatroph«  at  Thre«  Mil«  laland  wa« 
du«  to  human  failura«  mechanical  failur«#  or  sabotag«*  Th«  point  ia  that 
avoiding  a  nucl«ar  paw«r  plant  disastor  r«quir«8  thrs«  kinds  of  total  psrfsc* 
tion  in  an  impsrfsct  torld  —  human  psrfsction«  mschanical  psrfsction#  and 
psrfsot  8«curity*  That  is  virtually  impossibl«  as  mattsrs  now  stand* 

U»8»  nucloar  pow«r  plants  raportad  2 «835  "incidonts”  in  1978*  Nany  w«r« 
sisdlar  to  th«  malfunctions  ttncountsrad  at  Thr««  Mil«  Zsland. 

tlov  w«  se«  the  President  making  a  similar  mistake  in  his  expen8ive 
rsliance  on  8ynthetic  fuels  from  coal«  oil  shale«  and  tar  sands.  Zts  develop- 
ment  Mould  consume  a  large  part  qf  the  $88  billion  investment  of  the 
president's  proposed  Епегду  Security  Oorporation«  It  %K>uld  require  ripping 
'open  and  cheving  up  vast  areas  of  piibllc  l<md«  polluting  the  air«  consuming 
huge  guantities  of  our  precious  vater  —  and  the  cost  of  the  resulting  fuel  is 
likely  to  be  higher  than  the  cost  of  the  OPEC  oil  we  are  trying  to  get  along 
vithout.  The  blg  gainers  from  synthetic  fuels  will  be  the  oil  companies  «#ho 
ar«  acquiring  the  coal  resources  from  whlch  the  product  is  made« 

Of  course  we*ve  got  to  have  епегду.  But  I  most  emphatically  do  not  agree 
that  we  either  should  or  need  to  resort  to  such  desperation  measures  to  pro^ 
vide  it*  The  blunt  truth  is  that  America  does  not  have  a  shortage  of  energy> 
It  has  a  shortage  of  leadershlp« 

Each  уеаг  the  sun  beams  to  our  planet  earth«  28« 000  times  more  solar 
епегду  than  all  the  coomiercial  епегду  used  by  mankind* 


And  we  already  jpossess  the  technology  to  make  substantially  more  use  of 
this  endless  resupply  of  clean«  renewable  епегду  within  the  next  five  уеагз 
than  «e  are  currently  planning* 


The  President's  new  епегду  program  calls  for  an  estimated  increase  of  just 
2%  over  existing  solar  programs  by  the  уеаг  2000*  But  look  at  just  part  of 
the  dazzling  enbeurrassment  of  riches  in  renewable  епегду  technology  waiting  to 
be  developed  right-  now  by  a  substantial  coitunon  sense  progreua. 

PHOTOVOLTAIC  CELLS«  This  is  probably  the  simplest  and  potentially  the 
cheapest  form  of  solar  епегду.  Sunlight  striking  the  cell  is  converted 
directly  into  electricity* 

Right  now  the  problem  is  cost  about  $15  per  watt«  compared  to  50^  to 
$1«20  for  conventional  power  pleuits« 

But  гт  extraordinary  government  study  pointed  to  the  solution.  It  showed 
that  if  the  Pentagon  would  invest  just  $500  million  to  replace  its  sroaller 
gasoline  generators  with  photovoltaic  cells,  on  a  strict  cost-benefit  basis« 
it  would  start  a  mass  production/roass  use  cycle  that  coulđ  bring  the  cost  down 

(next  page«  please) 


to  50^  ш  Mtt  In  just  5  уоАга«  Thla  «#oald  mako  It  poMibl«  to  produco  SOO^OOO 
mogaMtts  of  ромг  — >  ovor  10  timos  шш  much  шш  our  proMntIy  oporating  nuoloar 
pouor  planta  —  at  co^patitiva  ratea« 

But  Congress  propoMd  an  investment  of  only  $98  million#  even  that  over 
Adndnistration  opposition  and  then  the  President  vetoes  even  that  nuohl 
"Xt  is  still  too  early,*  he  Mid,  ”to  concentrate  on  commercialisation  of 
photovoltaics • ” 

1ШП>  (ZNERATCniS*  An  inventor  in  Allentovn,  Pennsylvania  has  developed  a 
simple«  low->cost  vind  turbine  that  has  more  capacity,  at  бО^  a  vatt«  than 
NASA*s  recently  completed  vindmill  at  Clayton,  Nev  Мвх1со.  And  Hilliam 
Beronemus  and  his  associates  at  the  Oniversity  of  Massachusetts  have  designed 
offshore  wind-po«#er  generators  that  could  produce  the  equal  of  80  nuclear 
ромег  plants,  more  than  enough  to  supply  all  of  New  England  vith  pover« 

UNDERSEA  TURBINES*  The  Gulf  Stream  contains  50  times  as  much  епегду  as 
all  the  rivers  of  the  world  put  together*  Now  an  inventor  has  designed  a 
system  of  giant  undersea  Gulf  Stream  turbines  that  could  be  built  for  less 
per  vatt  than  nev  coal  or  nuclear  plants  and  far  more  quiclcly*  Just  230  of 
theM  turbines  could  produce  enough  to  supply  the  entire  state  of  Florida/  the 
equal  of  10  nuclear  pover  plants* 

HATER  POHER.  Our  oountry  has  hundreds  of  smaller  dams  vhich  either  vere 
never  harnessed  or  vhose  turbines  vere  abandoned  when  other  forms  of  pover 
vere  developed.  The  Federal  Pover  Coinniission  estimates  that  54,000  megavatts 
—  more  pover  than  we  now  get  from  all  our  nuclear  reactors  — •  could  be  har-* 
nessed  at  dams  that  already  exist  but  do  not  have  turbines. 

ALCC3I10L.  Alcohol  can  be  distilled  by  fermenting  almost  апу  organic  pro- 
duct  or  byproduct  <—  vaste  ««Dođ,  food  plant  vastes,  garbage,  grain,  sorghum 
cane,  etc. 

During  the  recent  gasoline  shortage,  the  «i/hole  nation  suddenly  became 
conecious  of  gasohol,  a  mixture  of  90%  gasoline  and  104  alcohol. 

But  with  minor  modifications,  gasoline  engines  can  burn  pure  alcohol 
vith  no  pollution  of  the  atmosphere.  And  by  determined  national  effort,  we 
could  replace  gasoline  from  ОРБС  oil  with  pure  alcohol  in  our  automobiles  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Last  уеаг  the  United  States  consumed  182  billion  gallons  of  gasoline,  of 
which  about  one-half  was  from  imported  oil.  A  Purdue  scientlst  has  developed 
a  way  to  convert  plant  matter  into  glucose,  the  raw  materials  for  ethanol«  Не 
8ays  this  vould  itiake  it  possible  to  turn  the  nation’s  annual  one  billion  tons 
of  waste  into  375  million  tons  of  fuel  grade  alcohol  —  that's  over  90  billion 
gallons  —  at  a  retail  cost  of  about  80^  a  gallon! 
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А  fanMr-aci«nti*t  in  Minneaota«  using  a  hosMmada  aolar-haat  diatillary# 
tumad  45#000  buahala  of  aurplua  eorn  into  225«000  gallona  of  alcohol*  And 
tha  laftovar  feraantad  maah  Which  %Ш8  fad  to  livaatock  ia  aore  nutritioua  than 
tha  cora  from  vhich  it  %fa8  auida* 

Uaing  hia  tachnology#  our  annual  crop  of  7  billion  buahala  of  oom  and  tha 
com  ailaga  could  ba  convartad  to  aa  auch  aa  35  billion  gallona  of  alcohol* 

То  aupport  fam  pricea#  the  Agriculture  Department  haa  bean  payiag 
Aamrican  famera  $1  billion  a  уеаг  not  to  grow  cropa  on  13  million  acraa  of 
*88 1  aaide”  land*  But  if  %re  r«iioved  this  raatriction  and  inataad  gava  farmara 
an  incentive  to  plant  thia  idle  land  in  8%ieet  аогфшА#  thia  could  yiald 
another  25  billion  gallona  of  alcohol  a  уеаг«  And  %re  could  use  the  preaent  $1 
billion  8ub8idy  to  finance  the  construction  of  thousands  of  small  to%m  and 
fara  distilleries  to  produce  the  alcohol« 

1  am  convinced  this  program  alone  could  entirely  eliminate  our  OSEC  oil 
iiq)ort8  to  zero  %fithin  five  уеаге  —  instead  of  merely  reducing  them  to  4*5 
sdllion  barrels  a  day  by  1990  —  the  goal  set  by  the  President« 

Finally#  I  %rant  to  talk  to  you  about  another  grave  threat  %fe  face  in  the 
months  and  years  ahead#  one  %rith  %fhich  I  have  struggled  through  out  seven- 
teen  years  in  the  United  States  Senate«  And  that  is  the  dual  threat  of  being 
dastroyed  from  %rithout  by  nuclear  vrar  or  fTom  vrithin  by  the  unsupportable  bur" 
den  of  a  crushing  nuclear  vrar  budget* 


^  The  incident  at  Harrisburg#  for  all  the  anxiety  and  anguish  and  possible 

cancer  cases  it  шау  have  caused#  may  actually  turn  out  to  have  been  a  blessing 
in  disguise. 

Г' 

Mot  only  may  it  have  avrakened  the  American  people  to  the  danger  of  nuclear 
(Г  energy#  it  may  also  have  given  the  public  a  new  perspective  on  the  total 

absurdity  of  our  nuclear  defense  budget*  For  the  military  planners  at  the 
^  Pentagon  now  accept  as  thinkable  not  j\ist  the  eguivalent  of  a  thousand 

Harrisburg  meltdovms  across  America  —  but  a  thousand  Hiroshimas^^ 


During  the  Eisenhower~Dulles  years#  our  defense  planners  developed  the 
doctrine  which  they  call  *MAD*#  standing  for  Mutual  Assured  Destruction. 


It  meant  8imply  that  our  best  hope  for  peace  and  survival  in  the  nuclear 
age  lay  in  both  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  Union  having  the  r6taliatory 
capability  of  destro^ing  the  other  nation  if  attacked  by  nuclear  force. 

I  have  always  accepted,  however#  reluctantly#  the  logic  of  and  neces8ity 
for  this  doctrine* 
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But  In  rucunt  упагв,  Pantagon  plannars  and  thalr  Soviat  eountorpart«  havu 
gon«  on  to  đovolop  and  to  aall  to  thair  national  laadars  an  approaeh  iihieh  X 
choosa  to  call  "МАОЖВ"  —  tha  Mutual  Assurad  Doubla  Doomsday  Bffact  Raea* 

According  to  this  school  of  thought,  it  is  not  anough  to  ba  abla  to 
dastroy  tha  othar  nation  totally*  One  must  ba  abla  to  dastroy  it  тапу 
ovar*  And  if  tha  Soviat  Union  should  davalop  tha  capability  to  kill  aach 
Amarican  150  timas#  but  %fa  had  tha  capability  to  kill  aach  Russian  <mly  145 
timas#  than  they  vould  ba  considared  to  have  "superiorit^"  •  Hhat  uttar 
nonsansa I 


Xn  his  State  of  the  Union  address  last  Јапиагу«  President  Carter  pointad 
out#  "Just  one  of  our  relatively  invulnerable  Poseidon  submarines  — 
coivrising  less  than  2%  of  our  total  nuclear  force  of  submarines,  aircraftr 
and  land*based  missiles  —  carries  enough  varheads  to  destroy  evary  larga  and 
medium-size  city  in  the  Soviet  Union." 

^  Then  why,  a  reasonable  person  might  ask,  do  ve  need  so  much  more  nuclaar 

force?  Why  shouldn't  our  President  simply  make  it  clear  to  the  Soviet  Uniont 
"If  you  decide  to  attack  \xa,  our  spy  satellites  will  immediatelp  report  your 
missile  launchings«  and  I  will  order  our  nuclear  8ulxnarines  to  wipe  out  every 
^  Soviet  city."  A  grim  warning,  but  a  sure  way  to  keep  the  peace  and  reduce 
the  arms  race. 


f"  The  rebuttal  to  this  by  the  arm  chair  military  game  р1ауег8  will  astound 

you«  But  it  provides  a  partial  expl2uiation  for  President  Carter's  asking 
$122.7  billion  for  defense  this  уеаг  —  $10.8  billion  more  than  last  уеаг. 

The  MADDER  argument  goes  something  like  this:  suppose  the  Soviets^  in  a 
"first  strike",  shot  2» 000  nuclear  missiles  targetted  with  deadly  ассигасу 
onto  our  1,000  or  so  land-based  hardened  missile  silos,  knocking  them  out? 

C*'  Our  President  would  8upposedly  hesitate  to  order  (either  before  or  after  the 

_  Soviet  strike)  the  destruction  of  all  Soviet  cities  by  our  nuclear  submarines. 

Hhy7  Because  that  would  make  the  Russians  апдгу  and  then  they*d  really  let  us 
f}-,  have  itl  .  . . .  *  -  . .  . ..  ..  _ _  _ 


I*m  serious«  This  is  the  logic  of  the  MADDER  advocates.  The  Russians  are 
st^posed  to  believe  that  after  at  least  2,000  Soviet  bombs  more  poverful  than 
that  at  Hiroshima  are  headed  for  or  landed  on  our  continent,  causing  up  to  20 
million  instant  deaths  and  many  times  that  number  from  radiation  sickness 
in  fact,  making  most  of  our  country  essentially  uninhabitable  —  our  President 
would  hesitate  to  retaliate  for  fear  of  provoking  a  really  serious  attackl 

And  so,  the  argument  goes,  to  avoid  this  "disadvantage",  the  Administra- 
tion  has  now  decided  to  spend  as  much  as  $70  billion  to  develop  our  own  super- 
accurate  mobile  ICBM,  the  МХ«  It  could  then  "ride  out"  a  Russian  first  strike 
by  dodging,  then  counter-attack  —  not  against  Russian  cities  but  aerely 
against  the  silos  of  their  "second  strike"  reserve.  This  way,  presuaably,  our 
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two  nAtion«  can  hav«  a  "nuclaar  •хсћапда'*  —  siloa  againat  ailoa  ->->  and  thaa 
ahaka  handa  and  aign  a  paaca  traaty« 


And  tha  tragady  of  tha  SALT  ZZ  dabata  ia  that  wa  ara  aakad  to  chooaa  bo- 
toaait  tha  maddar  SALT  ZZ  agraamant  (in  ««hich  both  aidaa  will  ba  alloaad 
aobatantial  incraaaaa  in  thair  atockpilaa  of  dalivarabla  atratagic  warhaada) 

—  and  maddaat  of  all,  no-SALT,  no  holda  barrad/  with  tha  objact  of  tha  "gaaa'* 
to  aaa  %fhich  aida  can  bankrupt  tha  othar  firat  with  an  uncontrollad  anna  raca* 


c': 


That  aconoialc  bankruptcy  may  ba  cloaar  than  wa  thinkt  SALT  or  no  SAZ/r« 

Tha  annual  inflation  rate  aoarad  recantly  to  a  record  high  of  13%,  and  it*a 
haading  hi^ar  —  while  tha  Administration  urges  holding  wage  incraaaea  down 
to  7%.  Real  vages  have  been  dropping  steadily  since  1970.  Meanvhile,  the 
unamploym«nt  rate  %«hich  has  been  hanglng  8tubbomIy  around  6%  thraatans  to 
riaa  to  8%  within  a  уеаг« 

Zt  ia  fashionable  among  the  new  right  to  explain  our  wildfire  inflation 
•tttiraly  in  tertts  of  government  debt  and  government  spending« 

Cartainly  there  are  wasteful,  inefficient  government  programs  that  nead 
•limination,  reform,  or  cleaning  up»  But  far  more  serious  sources  of  infla- 
tion  ara  the  costs  of  епегду  — <•  interest  rates  --  and  the  billions  aguanderad 
on  axca8s  nuclear  defense  capability« 

Tha  price  of  oil  and  natural  gas  affects  not  just  the  price  of  gasoline, 
but  almost  everything  we  use  —  food,  clothing,  heating,  housing«  And  evan 
bafore  the  latest  OFEC  oil  price  increases,  the  Carter  decision  to  deregulate 
gaa  and  oil  prices  made  continued  double-digit  inflation  inevitable* 

Tha  Fedaral  Reserve's  13%  interest  rates,  a  vain  attempt  to  control  infla- 
tion  without  increasing  productivity  merely  tacks  axtra  cost  onto  buying  homes 
and  cars  as  well  as  producing  goods* 

And  defense  dollars,  lavished  on  non-competitive  contractors  who  have  run 
up  $78  billion  in  cost  overruns,  have  been  proven  to  be  vlldly  inf lationary • 

Zn  the  пгиае  of  national  security,  we  have  built  a  swaying  tower  of  in- 
8acurity*  When  it  comes  to  providing  real  security  for  o\ir  otm  people,  the 
richest  nation  on  earth  has  been  sIow  in  replacing  poor  housing,  crumbling 
railway  and  public  transport* 

The  roughIy  25-miIIion  Americ^ms  living  beIow  the  federal  poverty  level  in 
poorly  insulated  homes  can't  even  afford  to  keep  warm  in  vinter  at  today'8 
skyrocketing  fuel  prices*  In  the  wall  Street  Journal,  we  learn  that  thousands 
of  older  people  are  dying  each  уеаг  from  "aocidental  h^pothermia,"  a  rapid 
drop  in  body  teraperature  —  in  other  words,  they're  freezing  to  death. 


Yet  John  Kennedy*s  varning  is  still  true  that  if  we  cannot  help  the  many 
who  are  poor,  we  cannot  save  the  few  who  are  rich« 
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Th«  program  I  want  for  AaMiriea  --  tho  on«  X  vant  to  rotum  to  Mhahington 
te  fight  for  **  i*  on«  that  would  daal  with  all  of  thaaa  ralatad  problaae  ia  a 
uaifiad  ways 

—  ма  ahould  divart  billiona  of  dollara  from  usalaaa,  pointlaaa  naw 
dafanaa  projacta  into  craah  prograaa  for  aolar  апагду« 

на  ahould  oonvart  папу  of  our  dafanaa  planta  into  aolar  апагду  anđ 
public  tranaportation  manufacturing* 

— -  ма  ahould  cut  tha  prica  of  public  and  privata  tranaportation  by  pro* 

ducing  billiona  of  gallona  of  alcohbl  from  vaata  and  aurplua  graina« 

— '  Inataad  of  alashing  Aatrak  train  aarvica#  as  tha  Ađminiatration  haa 

dona,  wa  ahould  build  public  tranaportation  aervices  equal  to  tha 
finast  high-apead  trains  of  Europa  and  Japan.  And  instaad  of  latting 
our  freight  trains  decline#  we  could  maka  America  number  one  in  rail 
systams* 

—  Zt  haa  baen  estimated  that  just  30%  of  sdiat  we  spend  for  the  military 
wouId  create  two->  to  five-million  mora  jobs  if  invested  in  solar 
апагду  manufacturing  and  public  transportation  developmant« 

—  And  finally,  wa  should  clamp  on  tough  price  controls  and  start  gas 
rationing  until  the  fires  of  inflation  begin  to  cool« 

Then  wa  will  be  able  to  forge  a  new  foreign  policy  based  on  genuina 
reIaxation  of  international  teneions/  free  from  anxious  scrambling 
for  Arab  oil*  We  could  provide  Israel  the  unstinting  support  it 
neads  for  survival  without  worrying  so  much  about  what  the  Arab 
nations  might  think* 

If  I  am  returned  to  the  United  States  Senate  next  уеаг  by  the  voters  of 
South  Dakota,  my  18  years  in  the  Senate  would  put  me  in  line  for  influential 
committee  assignments  and  chairmanships* 

But  I  believe  that  as  a  Senator  I  сгл  also  provide  a  national  leadership 
and  a  voice  ranging  beyond  this#  by  speaking  to  and  for  the  loose  coalition  of 
citizens'  groups  working  for  the  same  goals  as  Z  have  outlined  in  this  letter* 

However,  I  face  a  tough  reelection  fight.  Right-wing  extremist  forces 
across  the  country  have  pledged  to  raise  over  $1  million  to  finance  a  "get 
McGovern**  campaign  in  South  Dakota*  In  fact,  they  even  put  out  a  ’*Target 
McGovern'*  leaflet  with  telescopic  rifle  cross-hairs  centered  on  a  bullseye 
target  over  my  heart. 

Because  of  my  vocal  opposition  to  a  Constitutional  amendment  outlawing 
abortion/  along  with  my  stand  on  the  Рапгш»а  Canal/  I  am  now  listed  as  one  of 

(over,  please) 
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th«  fiv«  8«nators  th«  "slngle  Issue"  groups  and  ths  sxtrsBilsts  vould  liko 
to  dsfsst  in  1980« 

Thsss  ri^t-ving  forcss  %#ill  spsnd  hsavily  to  dsfsat  ns«  X  must  аеешт- 
lats  a  substantial  casgMtign  trsasury  to  corrsct  ths  distortsd  iaprsssions  of 
ns  thsy  vill  sssk  to  sprsad  among  South  Dakota  votsrs« 


A  grsat  sourcs  of  prids#  satisfaetion#  and  indspendsnes  for  ns  in  ths  past 
has  biMai  ths  broad  bass  of  financial  support  I  havs  snjoysd  fron  snall  ccmtri- 
butions  of  $25  to  $100  rathsr  than  hugs  corporation  political  action  connit- 

tsss« 

So  I  an  tuming  to  you  oncs  again  for  your  valusd  support,  in  ths  con- 
fidsnes  that  se  shars  ths  sams  political  and  social  outlook  and  that  you  knov 
Z  vill  bs  vorking  and  fi^^ting  in  Mishington  for  your  point  of  visv« 


^  If  you  agrss,  plsass  ssnd  vhatsvsr  you  can  as  soon  as  you  can«  Ths  *gst 

ИсСоуегп"  cas^aign  in  South  Dakota  is  alrsady  undsr  way,  a  ysar  in  advancs« 

^  I  nssd  to  start  nov  to  ап8%»ег  and  езфоае  thsir  propaganda* 

^  And  I  vould  ai^rsciats  hearing  your  visvs  on  ths  thoughts  Z  havs  sxprssssd 

^  in  this  Isttsr*  Liks-nindsd  people  of  good  will  must  draw  togethsr,  think 

togsther«  and  %м>гк  together  in  the  critical  months  and  years  just  ahsad  if  we 
^  ars  to  achievs  "the  solar  transition"  to  a  sscure  eociety  before  it  is  too 


тг 


yours#-*_ 

cGovern 


P*S«  Let  me  urgs  you  not  to  lay  this  letter  aside  with  ths  intention  of 

an8wering  it  later*  The  need  is  immediate  eund  your  fincuicial  help  now 
can  make  a  crucial  difference*  Please  mail  the  most  generoua  amount 
can  today*  special  thanksl 


BUSINESS  ВШУ  MAIL 

F1RSTCLASS  PERMITNaiie84  VMSHMeTON.  O.C. 


POSIAOE  WILL  BE  PMD  BY  AODRESSEE 

McGovem  f  or  Sonato  Comfnittoo 

RO.Box472 
W^shington.  D.C.  ^P004 
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Dear  Senator  McGovem . . . 

1  want  to  hclp  you  rctum  to  thc  Unitcd  States  Senate.  Wc  need  your  branJ  of 
independence  now  more  than  ever.  1  am  enclosing  a  check  for: 

□  $20  □  $30  □  $50  □  $100  □  $250  □  Othcr  $ _ 


Naine _ 

Address _ 

Qty _ Statc _ Zip _ 

The  Federal  Election  Commission  requires  us  to  request  the  (bllowing  information. 


Occupation  _ _ _ _ 

Ptace  whcre  employed  _ _ _ 

Pkne  inake  checks  payable  to  McGovern  fbr  Senate  Committec  апЈ  return  to  PO.  Вох  472,  Vl'ashinč^ron,  D  C  2Л\Ч 


/^ГовЈ«#£.  ^^С.^СГ7~1  ФЛЈ  č:. 


F  EDERAL  ELEGTION  COMMI55ION 

lUSKSTRtlfN.VV. 

W\StflNGfON.O.C.  20461 
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